Could you 
tell me 
privately? 


Box 162ii. Grand Central Station. NYC 1/ 
It Jan. 193,/ 


Dear Eric, 

'“'“eraia,. Oongratulatic^a m a very welL- 

talreadsr heard from several different 
L dcttbtless the fault of ANS policy rather than of aivthinr 

in p ^ own werk. You dad ro t indicate even approximately how many of each 

th^ ewn t^ugh no coranercial advantage were to be gained thereby. AnSher 
thing I could have desired is that some stu<^ of die break progr^sions might 
have teen ma^. i^s the order 5.Z, 5-B, 9-B or tte inverse? S-f or 

o^e^se? 23-Q, 23-R or tl^ converse? o-X, 2o-X, 20-N, 21-N or the reverse’ 

plate co^s of 8-H and 9-^ are so miserable suggests that 
hofl-rH might nob have been represented in the Col. Cohen 

« ’5'aneties wre in the hoard? All this might have been of interest 
cernmon oxi iln in time for them, others being made earlier or 
later. But I am not throwing barbs at ycuj it is excellently dene, 

^ reason I altogether refused even momentaiy considerabicn of the possi- 
^ Publish the book cn Jersey coppers (nov^ complete) is pre- 

1 e^ that the -^blication committee would insist on deleting all references to 
i^ty, sales histoiy a* value—precisely those topics which would sell the book. 
^ or points in the book is precisely the close parallelism between the 

even to the basal valu8s,a3 indicated by 
^^® brought at auctions. I might let them publish^ 

the haiic Mewbies or VJoods, but that would be all. 

And in #ie meantime, a Happy New Year. 


Best asalways. 



January 9, 19i?7 


I^r. Walter Breen 

Box IO 2 U Grand Central Station 

New York 17> New York 

Dear Walter: 

Tha:ik you for your note concerning coinage for Colonial Virginia, 
Your criticisias are entirely justified as I would very lauch 
have liked to have given detail on rarity and die progression. 

As far as die progression is concerned, I felt that it served 
no particular purpose. In so far as rarity is concerned, I had 
so little cooperation from certain collectors and dealers that 
I felt the 200 coins which I saw were not a good enough sample, 

I am sure you are familiar with how uncooperative people are at 
times. As far as the plates are concerned I begged ANS to make 
certain adjustments in both the text of the plates and in the 
quality of the plates. In fact, they even wanted to eliminate 
the little dedicatory passage to my wife in so far as the neck¬ 
lace was concerned. 

To answer specifically some of your questions, I can say that 
all of the Virginia coins were shipped to America at one time, 

I have pictures of all of those found in Williamsburg and they 
are so corroded that it is almost impossible to tell their varie¬ 
ties but, apparently, the varieties which were found in the Cohen 
hoard also circulated, 

I certainly reali*ze your problems with respect to publication 
of the books you have written and I believe that the Hark Newby 
coinage and Woods coinage might be something they would like, 

I may have some information on the Woods coinage which you should 
know about before you submit your manuscript in final form. 

If you want to do me a great favor, I would like to read your 
book on New Jersey coppers and I will return your copy to you 
if you do not have an extra one. 

My very best to you and thank you for the suggestions. 

Incidentally, I am helping D, Wayne Johnson,in a small way, on 
his directory and I hope he is successful. He is a hard worker 
and a real promoter. He thinks the world of you. 

Sincerely yours. 


P,S, You have long wanted an article on counterfeit Continental 
currency and it will be published any moment, I am having reprints 
made and. of course, will send you some, 

E,P.:i, 


Box 1021;, Grand Central Station, HiC IV » li; Jan. 1957 


Dear Eric, 

I have just this day read your article on counterfeit Continental Currency 
with delight. Excellent. Only one omission so far as I Icaow* was it for 
certgdn or saaebody else that made the numerous well executed Icrlcbovjn 

fakes? ¥e liave a bunch of them, UI^., and have seen others—in fact, you 
poanted out a couple in one of our auctions that had slipped past me land JJF 
(.though the notes now in stock are not from any auctionj "ire oou^t the pack 
from Louis '.'emer). 'ilianks for the promise of reprints of the article. 

I tliink I nsy try to persuade tlie parties concerned that the liirk Newby wri eup 
is the cne most sui'ted for ANS's Centanni.al volume (i was invited to centribute) 
and the Hoeds-xw^sa Anerxcana monogr^h x-iill Ids the one most suitable for MS 
Num.Notes Konogsaphs pifi^lication. under no circumstances itnJLl the regular 
New jers^ dook oe coning out uuoer ANS imprint, lie want the finest posd-ble 
job of printing, i/lAou l.'QtiE and BiNDIfJti and these last two are not to be had 
:fiaroi:^h tne Societiy. Moreover, the MS absolutely foBbidS any reference 
whatever t-o rari-ty or sales history—as yeXL Icnow all too well, 

jjhcidentally, we have common acquaintances in the person of lir, e: l^hs. Edward 
"ITooc^sr" I'.hite, up in '^vestChester' Couniy, As soon as 'bhs lihites heard that 1 
was a coi'H collector, they wanted to kna^r if x knew or had neax-a of you. xhis 
vras a Couple of 7 /ears ago. Unfortunately I tliink they have since gone to xionolulu 
or some other out-of-the-way place, i li^e them bot^i and their very bright bey 
also. 

Are you going to be in NIC before uiie CSNS convention? 3f so, please ring me 
at 5 -d: 3 lu any evon^aig before 3 M or axiy morning before nocn, or all d^ 

on ^reel^ends; weekday afwemocns x i-xill mere likely be found^at New iletherlanus, 
Adiress—far better than last time—Aj]; Sas-o End .Avenue. 

iour reading the book on Jersey coppers -will he contjngent on your coming up tjo 
NaC bete-reen now and CSNS, or on ry having scua cnanca to the book with you 

for a while during the convention, ihe descriptive matter is complete, as is 
the historical introducticnj I have to do a couple of accessoy passages and an 
index before it will be really?- ready for the printer, but these can be ccmpleted 
in a few days, I will not under aiy cenditions trust the I-IS. to the mailsj I 
lost too damn much over the holidys and before. It would be inpossible to re¬ 
place it even for ^ 5 , 000 . 

D.'Jayne (or "rfi-ck” to his intimates) Johnson really deserves help, Ihe printing 
costs have risen abruptl;^^ and threaten to eat up all his profits. (Cfouble is, 
many people ^rili subscribe oriy to a SBCdlD edition j the:/" are afraid to gscnble a 
buefe even m the piesident of the Ilssouri Hum. S® . 


Best as alwa 7 /s. 




February 8, 19^7 


Kr,Walter Breen 

P, 0, Box 1021; Grand Central Station 
New York 17> New York 

Dear Walter: 

I had to wade through a number of my notes in order to answer 
your inquiry about the association of punches which you asked 
me about# It would be a dirty trick if I quoted from your 
letter of November 12, 19^1; in which you state "Note the ap¬ 
parent sameness of the quatrefoil punch on the Brasher Doubloon 
and that found on New Jersey coppers of 1788, Maris 7li to 78# 
Now, this quatrefoil punch appears to be the same one used 
on Maris 70 and 71”# 

My notes show that the "p" on the Braher Doubloon, the New 
York Excelsior, 1737, as well as the star punch and the 8 
is the same as it has a very wide lower base and a very narrow 
upper base and does not have a flat bottom on the loop as 
it rises abruptly to the right# This same "p" seems to be 
found on Maris bb, cc and dd. As to the rosette, my records 
show that the rosette on the Brasher is the same rosette as 
on the Nova Eborac and on Maris 70, 71, 7li> 75, 76, 77, 78, 
bb, cc and dd. It also appears to be used on 1788 Connecticut 
cents 3(1), 3(2), ii(l), i;(2) and 5 and reverses B-1, B-2 and E, 
It is, as you know too well, very difficult to determine with 
respect to these tiny punches whether they are identical un¬ 
less there is some particular defect in them# Unfortunately, 
rosette and star punches can be turned and repunched into the 
die so that it is almost impossible to tell whether the iden¬ 
tical punch was used when a double cutting took place and 
particularly when the coin is weak# 

As to your inquiry about Leavenworth, I do not believe you 
have to determine vhat coins he made when ho took over the 
Connecticut mint. It indicates that he made more coins than 
merely one type# It was only one type which was similar to 
the Connect!cuts ♦ It is entirely possible that he made Nova 
Eboracs and Immanis Columbia and others, I think the language 
so indicates# If you need any further material, do not hesi¬ 
tate to write me# 
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Mr, Walter Breen 


February 8, 1957 


I am working on my tidbit for the A.N.S,Centennial issue, 
just as you are, and I am a little disappointed that only a 
portion of the fourth volume will be devoted to American 
material* We just don’t rate. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours , 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


P. S, I hear you reviewed my "Coinage for Colonial Virginia" 
and although I haven’t seen it, I appreciate whatever comments 
you made - complimentary or critical. 


S,P.N. 



Box ICCli, Grand CJentral Station, NYC 17. 


Dear Mr. Newman; 

Belatedly, more details on NJ dies 56-58, and related problems, (Have been too tied 
up with cataloguing Colonials for NK to do much perso nal correspondence since vaca¬ 
tion.) 

Have reasoi to think that the Machines l*iill entrepreneurs took over the equipment of 
the defunct Mestville, Connecticut, mint (Conn, coppers) after the latter's franchise 
ended in June 1789, Reason; ceiparison of letter pinches convinces me that mules 
exist of ifnich cxie die is Atlee's work (punches as on 2-D) and one is Hestville mint 
work, with the same hubs and punches as were used in the 1787 draped bust coins. 

Ihe whole group of 1788 coopers repays stuc^ in tic. s light. 

1- 1; obvious Machin's Kill product. Vermont die, but struck after this die had been 

taten back frcm Rupiert to Newburgh, Ken Bressett and I have doped cut the sequence 
on the Vermonts; 

R-Tler u Dies by Mint 

2 to Col, VI, Co(o)ley Rupert 

9-10-11-15 Vftn. Buel ^old Ct, hubs) " 

3ii-lU-l2-32 J-,F,Atlee " 

19-20-23-36-22-21 " " 

17-16 26 25 early " n Abandoned ca. 1790 

13 (Sc 27 " Newburgh 1787-6? 

29 HI o . 

24,po, I ^" cbv. 25, rev. 16 & 25 taken back to 

Bl. iGon ♦ 1-1. 25 Ipte, 29 II Nevjbuigh, 

2- D« evi^ntciy llacnin's Mill for obvious reascns. 

3- B^, 3-B^ (NB^3^ and 3"^ are different states of same obverse die), U^-B^ (JS'IS), 

y-K, U'^-R, 5-d , Obverses bear evidence of Atlee's handiwork. Various of them share 
punches vrith obvs. 2 and 6. v^RVidently by then the broken A and N were worn out, replaced.) 
6 -H. Obv. evidently by Atlee, rev, is a typical Vfestville Mint die from the sarr.e hub 

that was used on 1787 draped bust coins. i suspect that reverse H and obv, 16^ were 
among various dies and punches taken over frcm the abandoned westvj.lle plant. I 
cannot imagine any more-plausible means of accounting for their presence in New¬ 
burgh. 

Under the circumstances, your assertion that .»oarvis would have had distribution problor;s 
had he participated in the 1789-90 Jersey over str Ik in g'enterprise makes even better 
sense. It is so much simpler to assume that he had nothing to do with jfc . In that case 
we aiTive at the conclusion that 56-n, 67-n, 58-n were struck by whoever took over the 
Vfestville mint and its large letter punches... .Bushnell, quoted by Crosby p.l91, says 
that some of the Newburgh coprers "bore the figure of a nlough on one side." Vie now 
knew the most probable location for all other Jerse^rs except $h-k and b6-7-o-n. Does 
it not seem likely that a fairly large parVof the Newburgh issues 6/89—6/90 were Jersey 
cop-^ers of tips cemnon t^pe, overstruck on whatever topper junk tr® boys could buy up 
at ho to 60 per shilling? Making the single assiumntion that the Newburgh beys took over 
the Ifestvillje equipment fills a lot of gaps. 

Has NN sale contains a lot of Connectacuts, many of them Unc, Someone should have given 
the Dr.Hall pieces a good brushing years ago. VIhen I finally got around to it i found 
ti c Orosb'.’' Plate co iriS and a li8-g ' that would tal.e your breath a-vray. There is also the 
TSrr'elee GOiniED RATIO with small stars. I have been able to trace its pedigree back to 
cne Capt. Ifcvenpcirt, circa 1837j the discovery specSjien? ■ 

A bit of info, needed; Do you l<rw where is tlie 1787 M.l -VM described br,-- Miller? Do 
VOl: Va’OT? tVifi TTifiriA'? 






June 1957 


ia*. irfaltor Breen 

P.O.Box 102li Grand Central Station 
New Tork 17> Now York 

near Walter* 

Wo never disagreed on the status of reverse aa of 1787 
Connecticut coppers. I stated that the E punch was used 
but that it was broken. You can notice that the bottom 
cross-p^ece of each E on the ooin is different yet they are 
all made from the sarae punch as they all cause a tiny die 
break botweon the upper cross-piece, the conter cross-piece 
and continuing downward. That same die break is found on 
some of the Fugio coppers such as obverse 8 on which the 
samo die break is extremely clear. It is unipiportant whether 
you call it an E or an F but it is the same punch. We do 
agree that the discrepancy in the report of the Connecticut 
Mint is caused by the fact that it was obviously used by 
Jarvis during the period it was supposed to be shut down 
so far as the Connecticut franchise was concerned. 

As to your thought that the second letter is a U, I must 
tell you that I have the Hall specimen of the coin and while 
I see a loop in the lower left hand corner, it still could 
be a D which would be caused by the dieraaker putting in IHDE 
backwards . If you think it is a U, then find a U on a Fugio 
copper which matches it. From a quick examination it looks 
as if the left arm of the B on most Fugios is very wide. 

As to where New Jersey dies, 56 through 58, were cut, I cannot 
tell but certainly they were made witii tlio same set of tools 
as wore used in the Connecticut Hint. I feel that Jarvis 
had enough of a profit on his hands if he could produce 
Fngio coppers on tine and that, therefore, it would not have 
been worthwhile for him to aaketheNew Jersey overstrikes. 

He would have no distribution problems if h© made Fugio coppers 
because he could turn then into Uie government for distribution. 
He would have had distribution problems if he participated in 
the How Jersey overstrikes. 

^a far as the Connecticut coins with reverse D and H, I am 
convinced that these were used in Newburgh but I suspect 
that they wore being used In 1788 because 2 of 1708 matches 
reverse D, In fact, I could guess toat Atloe made obverse 2 


June 1957 




-r -:reen 


a... i rover 30 J at 9ewbur;;;h a vl tuc ooy:j U3cc' thon to 
coi - oro because tie Uoniiecticut llint was busy with 
Jarvis for substantial parts uf 17-?. 


niut 
I .r , 


" a . sorry that ticker took the sirpr'se out oi xy sending;; 
t: o photos to you. In order to puu the surprise oack 



Siiicerely, 


x.Ai: 


;,r ;/atL 



Dear Eric, 


Though r^r eyes nay be sharp ehtcugh, the available photographs 
are not, so will you be kind enough to check vJith the coins 
available to you vrhether the letter and numeral punches—and 
the quatrefoil—are the same on (l) the Brasher Doubloon, 

(2) N.J. Maris bb and dd and perhaps obverses 75 S: 77, (3) 

the common Nova Eboracs, I am reasonably certain about the 
first two, but not at all certain about tl:^ third. The con¬ 
sequences, should these prove to be the sane, should be ob¬ 
vious to you, /fe then have to look up somethang more about 
Major Eli Leavenworth, to decide vJith better probability if 
his ccinswere the Nova Eboracs or the 1787 Imnunis Columbia, 
Incidentally, I now thin/ that "Hatfield" (see Crosby, p.282) 
may have been resrxjnsible for Maris 5U-k, Also before 1 sub¬ 
mit iry draft of the N.J .book to yo u, I have to look up 

acet. bks. of James Mott, Treas. of H.J., now in Princeton. 

Best Tidsnes & thanics— \\j\- 


Scr rji" Dick Johnson is no* longer 
around; he has talcen a job in Dayton. 
Have new ob;y. die of 1786 
V7ith rev, H. More to 

(u^UMPM 


( 


THIS SIDE OF CARD IS FOR ADDRESS 



Eric P, NevJinan 

Secretar',’-, Ed. son bros. Stores 
UOO Washington Ave. 

St,Louis 2, Mo. 














Dear Eric, 

llo tine to give adequate attention to your June $ letter until 
noW" have been on vacation ^ since then often enough out of • 
town to allow a stack of unans'.rered letters to get over lU" 
high! (I can't treat all of 'em like Napoleon did, unfortunate¬ 
ly.) Check the second letter in "iNDii,” (BI over Fo? or EC wliicl 
seems a more extraordinary blunder) agaihst Obverse 1 of 178? 
Fugios. It is hard to tell for certain because the loop is of 
necessity altered the strain of the new letter being punched 
over ib . liy question about NJ obvs. p6-7-b meant, in effect, 
what happened to the jarvis enterprise in 1789-90? As for why 
he might have m.ade NJ overstiikes, I can only say that these 
presumably passed (.as Jerseys) at a higher figure than other 
copners . Also was obv, lo made at New Haven or in Newburgh— 
since it has the reg. Draped Bust hub? May we ct^clude that tb 
Newburgh coiners bought ouc> the Conn, mint m 1789 after having 
repossessed the ‘^fc, mint? xhanks for Fugio photos; excellent, 
i haven't yet x^rn the necktie. It doesn't go with arching I 
have. I'm sorry I didn't get more chance for conversation x^th 
your boy—in his ox-n x^ray as intriguing a character as I am? 


SepoOmber 10, 1957 


t ■ 


Mr. Walter Breen 

Box 102li Grand Central Station 

New York 17> New York 

Dear Walter: 

After my vacation in Europe I came home only to have a fire at 
our house caused by spontaneous combustion of my extra supply 
of cellulose nitrate paper currency envelopes which were in a 
trunk. My whole house should have burned down but, fortunately, 
the firemen confined the fire to the basement. All my research 
work was in the basement in another room which was saved. At 
least I lost no coins or currency but the repairs are driving 
me nuts, I am rehousing my banknotes in acetate and need some 
more loose leaf brown leather books to match mine. New Nether¬ 
lands has some used ones and I wonder if they will sell them to 
me for relettering. Please inquire, 

!Rie easiest question you asked me is where the Miller 1(1*)-VfW 
is. It is in riy collection and, as you know, is unique and the 
only example of the Connecticut cent with the seated figure 
facing the wrong way. 

Many of your conclusions as to the 1788 Connecticut coins being 
made at Machins Mills are logical but I am working very hard to 
straighten out what I believe are mistakes in the report of the 
operations of the Connecticut Hint. I imagine Jarvis took it 
over for the Fuglo order since he bought out most of the franchise 
holders, I think the Connecticut coiners used Machins Mills for 
making Connecticut cents in 1788 bcc?'.use they had a good excuse in 
that the United States* order was being made at their mint in 
Connecticut and they had to find other facilities. You know that 
the Leavenworth coins of 1786 connot be identified and are probably 
the Nova I^oracs of 1787, 

I agree that the overstriking of Mew Jersey coins on other coppers 
must have taken place after the middle of 1789 because of the fact 
that the New Jerseys circulated at a higher rate. Where that was 
done I have no information. 


- 2 - 

Mr* Wilber Breen 


September 10, 19$7 



I just finished checking the proof for my article on the Vermont 
material which will be published by ANS in the Centennial edition. 
They set the preliminary draft, not the final drafts It is, more 
or less, according to the lecture I gave in St. Louis. 

I will write further as soon as I have an opportunity. 

My best to you. 


Sincerely, 


EPM/atb 


Picker tells me you are planning to send on Pugio plates, “For 
these, thanks in advance. 

Vfe once disagreed on the status of reverse aa of 1787 Conn, 
cents, the die that anparently reads FlIDE. You thought the 
F represented an E. I have since then seen a s^cimen of 
32 ^-aa shajjp enough to confirm my original contention. The 
reverse plainly shows IN cut over FU, Hiis means that we have 
to assume that the sarne engraver vras xss, v/orfcing for the Jarvis 
interests, on both Fugios & draoed bust Connecticuts. The same 
large letter punches found on 32^^1001 obverse reappear, as near 
as I can tell, 0:1 obverses $6, $1, 58 of NJ cents. V/ere these 
made in Connecticut? In 1789-90, Conn, cents were devalued; 
the heavier Jersey coppers still circulated. Would not a log¬ 
ical procedure for Jarvis & Co, have been to make Jerseyc;CBppas‘ 
Ihcidentally, I suspect that the dies of 1788 l6^ ai d lo^“® 
Conn, were tajen to Newburgh for muling with revs. D & H, but 
presumably after the Conn, mint failed or lost its franchise. 



Dear Sric, 


' Ey now the review of the Coloiial Virginia book should be in 
your hands, xhanks for your coinments. letter of 11/12/5U 
mentioning "apparent sameness" of tne quatrefoil punch on the 
Brasher NOVA EBOkAC coins was based on photographs of former, 
none too good; I needed confirmation. Now we have to find out 
what connection existed between Matthias Ogden, John Bailey & 
Mark Leavenworth, If jste it was a partnership, much becomes 
explainable. Why Ogden? Because of NJ Maris 70-71 (struck in 
Elizabethtown 1789-90); why Leavenworth? because of the Conn. 
Coppers. We know that sane person made Conn, dies who worked 
in 1788 at the Morristown Mint or who took it dveri cf, p®nch 
identitv between Maris 67-v & Conn. 1787 6-M. We also knew thal 
CoS., r?68 ll?|e letters (e.g, obv. 17) occur on Mans |6-n. . 
j^aybe NYH5 will have something on tjae three men* or NJHS. I 
see that the NJ cent bock will be a bit delayed. Best regards, 

- 



tied up m-itins ISI*: 


Dear Uric, 

Have been too tied up m-itin^ ISjts ^th Sale to ans-;er sooner 
jjy had told ne about ^our fir®. Uhat a daruaed shane. 

Will ask J.tF about the leat ar books if ycu haven’t ±b allread:^. 
H.,ve been too busrr to think about aiytliing of the kind of late, 
I 7 C 7 H. l^-W.7 no longer unique, A Pine one will appear in our 
5lst auction. 

When in 1T7C, sorip,’- you didn’t call me up, 

1760 Conn, coinage; evidence of tiro different diecutters, 
suggesting either two different nints (with IJewburgh finalily 
talring over the operations, probably equipment too, of the 
defunct WestvlXLe Hint) or such a sharing" agijeement as you hint 
Suspect that leavcnworth’s coins were the ones you name', "Mjis 
overstruck in at least tiro places—Jillizabethtovm and probably 

r-iacnxn’s Hills, latter consistent.vrith ass,notion tijat New- 


vSee vou soon, I hope. 


Best always, 


Box 10214., Grani Central Statical 


Dear iiiric. 


j«‘or your information—I have found d^Variety (new obv. and rev. dies) of the VirgiHiia 
halfnenny. Two specimens knoim, one in Norweb Coll, ex Dr. Hall, Braid* the other a 
Coin fron one of our European consigriors which will appear in our next (,hlst) nubile 
auctif^n. Description follows, 

Obv, 10, No perird after GBOitGlVS, Distance between centers of neriods 26/oU inch. 

H-ird I of ill low. Nose opposite liS'T foot of R (diagnostic). Rust pits iji die ver;- 
clcse below GEO; a few others in fields. Somewhat similar to Obv. 5 but REX closer spaced 
and nearer to curl at right. 

itev. AA. b strings to harp. SomeiAiat similar to Rev. Z. V la-;, tilts ri^t* first I 
recut, extra serifs under top serifs* second 1 leans r., almost touches branch; N almost 
touches branch. Leaf ends under left tip of first I. Leaf ends under right end of left 
foot of A. Lions vertically in line (unlike ixev. Z), nob qx ite equally spaced; third 
one about touches branch, 'ihird 1 parallel to hcirizcntal divider, fteiL od after 3 
slightly above center. Peiiod after A above center. Die fil^w joins left circlet (at 
base point of shield) to border. 


Both of tjiese specimens were worn and presumably the vari.ety was not represented in tte 
Col. Cohen hoard. 

I am once again Isd to the oonclu^ on that Messrs. Machin, Atlee ik Co. took over the 
abandoned Connecticut enterprise, so^retime in 1789.* I have no other vray of explaining 
certain die variety sequences of 1787-88 in which there is a mlxrbure of Buel (VJestvi21e 
Mint) and Atlee dies. Note particularly the following; 

(-xJarvis & Co. lost their franchise at Nestville, jure 1789—Crosbv' p 22k ) 

GE0RGI?S-1788 D , y. c h.j 

1788 2.D 

same as 1787.32 , with rev, another typical Hestvilie die 
loi"H ^ . 

Obv. Ibland rev. H are from Duel's hubs, 0bvs,'2 and o and rev. D are Atlee products. 

How did the 16 and H dies get to Newburgh? llTey are absolutely t^.'^pical Hestvi'ile Hinb 
products, 

1787. (Only part c£ this immense group of mulings shr wn. Asterisked dir s s^oem to be 


-4tlee preducts* how did they get into this sequence?) 
th^* show sere of identical punches found on 
1788 2_D and other obvious Atlee dies. 
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ine encircled dies are given diff, desLgnalA ens be¬ 
cause used in both 1787 and 88. 












ihe h'Tcthesis that the >jacriinis l-lill entrepreneurs took over the defunct Vpst'ville mjnt 
after june 17b9 will account for facts until now unexplained. 

(1) The existence of wins bearing a buel obverse and an Atlee reverse or vice versa^—e.g, 
lyte T-K, io3--d. 

^.2) xhe presence of Buel dies at MaChin*s Mil^., which you yourself roticed long before —in 
particular, obverse 32^ of 1/87 which is lol of 1788, and reverse H of 1788, 

V,3) The presence of''Connecticut punches on New jersey coppers made obvicuay ai’ter the 
Westville Mint's franchise ended, (Didn’t the copper panic begin after dune 1789?) I 
refer to b7-n, 58-n which are alrajs overstrikes and are of far different wcrk- 

manship from the Ogden coins made at KLizabethtox^n in 1789-90 (17-b, UO-b, 72-z, etc.), 

(M Cros1: ^i_-ls }] ither to obscire quotatiopj tfrm Bushnell to the effect that some of the 
.V^\4;;^*Tf^[eecoins 'boi^ a*'plou^ on oneside," ‘ihese must have been the 5o-b7-58 Jerseys just 
mentioned, as all the rest are acc^>jnted for. No other Colonials bear a ploigh except 
the 178b-o Vermonts, and "we kna^/■ about those already, 

‘ihis hypothesis seems reasenable, unless I have been o^erloolcing facts knoxn to you, I 
X'/ould apr>reciate your cemments. 'Jhere is a precedent for Kachin tc Co.’s action; we knoxj 
that they took over the Kupert nent as vreH. later this year, after I complete ny oxn 
mcnegrarh on the Vem ont coins and get the N.J. b^ok to press, I shall begin one on the 
coinages of Willian Wood (x<fhich x^n't require much hist<-.rical research, as Nelson did a good 
job), and another can the Connecticut ccinages. ihis won’t conflict with any of your xrork, 

The’l^-W th§it xie turned up has gone to F-fs. Norweb. I wanted it to stay in auction but ro lud? 

dust for the record, iiiere is alan a new obxrerse of the 1768 14assachusetts Cent, the 39th 
Callender din v,Croshr , page 2b2). Add to your tables in iyder, page |0; 

Obv. With Kev. Rarity Top of bow Poftrt of arroxv, x length of ..ar,head below tunic 

15 li o (2 kn.) Oer 3/h ht. 2 

of N 


In the notes (lyder, pp. 73-U): 

Obv, lb, MM ^d AL close; barb of arrox^ead |bo’jt as far from tutoic as butt is from E; 
faint spine up from top of bow, another from second tuft of grass (cr,unt;'ng frem left) to 
ankle, a third from lox^er feather of headdress. Cemparing it with Obv. 32, to vrhich it is 
quite similar; Bow does not reach gjo und; a very distinct tuft of grass is just above toe 
at left, and this is nolt seen on obverse 12, 


The EF exam’^le is in the Norxieb Coll., ex Breen Coll.; AMS has the other cne (badly worn). 

For the record, again, here is a list of the dies apparentiy made by J.F.Atlee with Connecticut 
inscrir tir”S^ . l i- 

1786 , 2 -Dr 4 2^-lP; 3-I>^ and 3-ir. (Ifelete 3-D^—shrunken brass cast of 3-D^.) 

1787. ‘ 


/Tf’ 3-G,-52 

7 if ^ ■ 








Z 3 4^ 5' 6 9 (0 If 12^ / 2 ^ 

5' 5^ C 7) F*/ G- 









Feb.8,1958 


7,'alter Breen 
New York City 

Dear Walter: 

I very :«uch appreciate your infomation-full letter • 

I always expect you to turn up new things and you always do. 

As to the Virginia piece which is the new variety I 
want to caution you that there is a mistake in my saonograph plates: 
The pictAres of reverse N and reverse Z are interchanged.The real 
picture of Z is under N which has eight strings.Please therefore 
recheck your coin.I ani afraid your coin is a 5-Z possibly recut 
or from a badly worn or rusted die. If it is a new variety pleas^e 
send it to me so that I can photo it. This error happened because 
S turned sidewise is a Z and vice versa*I wrote the designation 
on the back of my photos and forgot to undetrllne. 

I hope by the tiirie you finish your Vermont ^nonograph 
you have aiy article "A Recently Discovered Coin Solves xh» Vermont 
Numismatic Enigma "This will be published in the A.H.3.Centennial 
number. If you need a draft early 1 will send my typewritten text 

but I cannot send the pictures yet•This is an elaboration on the 

talk 1 gave with you and others at 3t.Louis. 

There is one ©tiher item to check. My notes say that 

Conn 32(4) of 1787 is not the same asx 16(4) of 1788. Richardson 

wrote me that they were the same but I corrected my notes to the 
contrary. Would you check this point in due course as I must have 
fairly good reason for it. 

The IMMUNE COLUMBIA problem is fascinating and 
smells of dirty work by those early numismatists. I am going to 
write Smithsonian and the Mass Hist 3oo. to see whether the former 
has any rust spots and to see whether the latter is over a Victorian 
period English florin and shows the milling. 

My very best to yoai and keep up the fine research work 
in ten tin;es as m«iy fields as I do. 

Sincerely, 


P.S. I still dont believe that the Buel and Atlee dies were mixed 
and used as late as 1789.1 think they mixed before that when 
Jarvis was probably U'^ing the Connecticut machinery or facilltle 
amd the only way they could carry on was to use ‘ achlns Mills, 
The copper panic began and got crttlcal in June -July ,1789. 


Box 1021;, Grand Coitral Station, NYC 17 
9 April 19i?8 


Dear Brie, 

'Hie Virginia halfpenny is NOT a 5-Z. Obverse differs from all other dies lacking perind 
after S in that when the coin is held upright George's nose is betveen period and R. 
Reverse differs plainly from both the N and Z cuts, I have had opportunity to compare 
it with unc. hoard coins and tiie variety is evi.dent];^’' altogether nevr. VJrite JJF fer 
opportunity to see the coin which will appear in our 5lst aucticn, Ve can't let it go 
privately because the coin is in a consignment. 

Do you know D. Nayne Johnson's address? He is no longer in Dayton but seems to have 
moved to somewhere in or near Kansas Cit^r. 


In Try head are most of the broad outlines of your talk but some of the fine details have 
doubtless escaned me, so therefore I would greatly arrreciate y<->ur typescrint, If you 
need to have it back soon I will have photocopies made. 


I knrw little about t'-e IM-rUNE CrTUKBIA problem now exercising John, mainly because of 
lack of sufficient access to the coins and the prints. ly photo of the Mass .Hist,Soc. 
exam.pie isn't good enrugh to show any traces of an undertype; but I am fairly sure I 
would have Noticed it vThen I examined the cc in in 19^3 or whenever it was. 


K.cker.;;-has checked 1786,16^ against 1767,32^ and Ka:’'s that they are the sane, i though 
so when I went over the ANS coins last year but will check again next time I visit the 
Mausoleum. Is it possiblethat there are tiTO dies? 

ANSo I hear same thing from E, xt. Barnsley, 111 S. State St., Hewbown, pa. 

Cne of my reasons for the 1788-9 conjecture T^ras Simm.s, quoted in Crosbjr' page 290. 
iinother was the Connecticut sequence 

1788. lY-Q 


i 


17-0 and 16 -0 


1787. 60rF 

32 ^Lf and otter mulings with that obverse < okf p 


I 7 L o/' 


f; 5" 




cK. 


If tr- 


16-P 
15-S 

i5-it 
9 -k, , 

9-D anfi 13-D 
9-E 
10-E 

1768; 7-r same obverse die 
r-E 

9-E and the rest 


J 




( 

1 


^ ^ (Lit. 

■— b'-*’ 

ifJ 


Arrf"ws'indicate cenfirmed die failure sequences. 

If "previous to 1789 nothing much seems to lislje been dore", wte'- are i^yder 13 and Conn, 

178i .2-D so cmion? One would ex^pect the pieces made in 1787-88 tc have been issued in 
limited quantities. It ought to be rosable to look up Simms's a> trees, i*e. the original 
i-ac'in's Mil’ papers. Where are they? 


''..'hen vras Jarvis supposedly us:.ng the Cowii, machinei?-? ihere were supposedly tvTo rants— 
^•'estville (for striking Connecticut coppers) and Menus Gove (for Fugios), according tr 
D.G.Douglas, "te know that tlie same source airplied planchets tc both concerns Igte in 1787j 
xabrid of many draped busts & Fugios identical. Same engraver worked on both (Buel?), As 
I remember the Douglas kS., Jarvis worked on Fiigice for a few months late in 1787 and 
early 1788 (cf, Crosb- pp, 2lo bcttai—211 top), Ihus the only fugios likely to have beea:! 





if inren these. 

inade In NY are the patterns 1-CC (Crosby, page 302),/l':.am inclined tc' doubt that‘ev6n 
thie 711714. lbs. copt-^r Jarvis bought frm the govt., and never paid for, all went into 
Fugios, /'II 7 I 4 lbs, coTOer at U8 Fugios per lb, (which is probably vei^^ close to the 
truth, considering the :w63g,hfe curves plven by Douglas) gives 3,Ul6,352 or say 3.U million 
coins—^^.ich would, other things being equal, make Fugios more than twice as common as 
Con.’ ecbicuts, which in the aggregate is vei^^, very far from the case. Ifeason: there were 
28,9l4U lbs, of Connecticut coopers inspected and released, I once calculated this to 
mean l,li07,000 coins, assuming'that they weighed an average of "six penny weifbt" as 
given in the authorizing lawj but as 3 um 3 .ng I 4 & to the lb. avoir., the siller calGUl.ation 
gives 1 , 389,212 or say 1,39 million. . . . 

It's k‘.30 M and I find I have been rambling on, original question still holds* if 
there were two minting sites used for tv.’o different series of coins, >i'iy assume that tie 
equipment used in korris Cove had been moved ai-ray frcxn Vfestville? 


30 and gocd-night. 
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May 12, 1958 


Mr* ;^alter Breen 

Box 102li Grand Central Station 

New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter* 

The Centennial edition of 4MS was really nice and I am de¬ 
lighted the two of us together could do something in the 
American field* I enjoyed your article tremendously and 
wish to discuss certain phases of it with you. 

I have a new theory on the use of the Connecticut Mint by 
Leavenworth in 1786. It may have been used 3^ 1786 to make 
the Nova Eborac coppers. They were dated aheacf 1787 because 
the Hew York Assembly would not meet in time to pass on the 
franchise, etc. and therefore the coins were post-dated in 
the hope that they could be used for the franchise and that 
up-to-date samples would be available for the legislature to 
consider. How does that appeal to you? 

I notice you went very lightly with respect to the Spanish 
Brasher Doubloon, T am developing ray own thoughts on the 
subject and wonder if you have ever checked the marks of 
Brasher on silver with those used on the Spanish Doubloon and 
those used on the countersi>aniped coins. If you haven’t, I an 
going to. I also call youx' attention to the fact that the 
Hopkins specimen is dated 171*2 in one place and 1760 or 1768 
in the other and that the legend around the outside is ridi¬ 
culous. Don’t press me for ray opinion of the coin as all the 
facts with respect to it are not accurate* 

You requested a copy of ray Vermont material and I am enclos¬ 
ing the reprint which ANS sent me* Unfortunately, they left 
out one of the plates but are tr ing to do something about it. 

I would like very much to have a reprint of your article. 

I also want to thank you, at this time, for the nice written 
remarks concerning my exhibit at the Central States Convention. 

I don’t know the whereabouts of D, Wayne Johnson. I telephoned 
Vashlngtod University and they advise me that his parents* 
address is 2100 W. h8th Street Terrace, Kansas City 3, Missouri. 


t 




Have ycu a duplicate clip. |^«g of that St, Louis Globe-Lono- 
crat article relating to your work on E.G. of the 1776 
pewter dollars? If so. itia’-' I have a cop.’’? 

Received "the extra pla'be for the reprin’b of your article; 
than ks, 

T-wc more reported of the 'jnlisted Va. halfpenny; both 
vjell worn, 

Best ’.Tishes, 





June 2U, 1958 


Mr, Walter Breen 

P.O*Box IO 2 I 4 . Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 


I am writing up the Elisha Gallaudet in complete 
detail for the Numisnatist, 

I am enclosing a newspaper article which gave 
absolutely no details and was just a newspaper'- 
man’s idea of how to fill up the feature section 
of our newspaper • 

You named the Now Jersey 10-AA and I guess I will 
have to accept it that way although I much pre¬ 
ferred 10-W, You probably did not notice that I 
left out letters for that purpose. I expected 
sharpies like you to find lots of new varieties. 

My very kindest personal regards. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


June 30, 19^8 


Kr* Walter Breen 

Box IO 2 J 1 Grand Central Station 

New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 

You asked me to check my Noe No. 12 against the 
picture in Crosby. I am pleased to report that ray 
coin is the identical coin to the one pictured in 
Crosby. There is a }>lanchet defect under toe 
third *’3” on the obverse which makes positive 
identification. The Crosby picture is merely 
horrible and fooled me on a casual glance years 
ago, My specimen, therefore, is from the Castine 
hoard and is unique. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWHAN 


EPN/atb 


February 2, 1959 


Mr. Walter Breen 

Box 102U Grand Central Station 

New York 17, New York 

Dear VJalter: 

I have run into some marvelous information on the oper¬ 
ation of the Connecticut mint which will straighten out 
some of the problems with which both of us have been con¬ 
fronted. I would like to have your reaction to the in¬ 
formation and I have summarized it on the enclosed sheet 
which gives the data from the Treasurer's Office. 
data has been obtained by poring through book after book 
to find the appropriate entries. 

I would like to know what you know about the Westville 
mint and what your conclusions are with respect to the 
enclosed information. I have avoided giving you some 
of my conclusions so that I can have your fresh views. 

I am writing the matter up and wanted to get your 
thoughts . 

I would like to know your revised total of the dies used 
for each date, not including the re-use of the same 
obverse dies on different dates. 

I think you will get a big kick out of this information 
and will look forward very much to hearing from you. 

I a« sure you will not release any of this information 
until I publish it as it has been a lot of hard work 
to assemble it. The boys in Connecticut have lived on 
top of this information for years and have never even 
taken the interest to make it out. Perhaps they would 
not have understood it if they had. 

Congratulations on "Penny Whimsey" . You finally have 
one sub;)ect in the shape you really desired to have it. 

Cordially, 


EPN/atb 


February 9, 1959 


Mr# Walter Breen 

C/o New Netherlands Coin Conpafry 
1 West ii7th Street 
New York 36, New York 

Dear Walter: 

I addressed a letter, recently, to yon at 
Post Office Box 102li Grand Central Station. 
I hope this is correct. If not, will yon 
get the letter? 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Dear laric; 

Box 102U, Lirand Central Btaticn, IIYC 17 is a preferable address- 
1 am not around :r.' r,.cre tnan once or twice a week, xbanks for 
your kind words anent Penny ’Whimsy —it was a grave disappoint¬ 
ment for me, as the thing is riddled vdth typo errors. An 
errata sheet is in preparation, ihanks alss for the interesting 
Conn, material, l had earlier made an informed guess of total 
l,ijD7,000 mintage^ this was on basis of wt, of coins^finspected, 
oeems this wasn't far off, Coiclasians still unfomed. Die to¬ 
tals follow, 

AtC'^rt.|Jrpu/A/, /V-J. 
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Febiruary 17, 19^9 


Mr.Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102li Grand Central Station 
New York, New York 

Dear Walteri 

in working over these new Connecticut figures I find that I 
need specific information on whether the Westville Mint was 
used exclusively for Fugios and the Morris Cove Mint was the 
one for the Connecticut coinage. According to Bryant, in his 
article on the New Haven Mint, he seems to indicate that the 
Morris Cove Mint operated in the copper store next to the home 
of Samuel Broome. Perhaps they sold other items in the copper 
store. The Counting House, on the Broome property, was prob¬ 
ably where they sold the coined coppers. 

I should imagine that the stamping of the coinage would not 
have been set up at two separate places unless it was necessary 
to keep tlie Connecticut and the Fugio coppers separate as to 
production. Outside of the data from Henry Meigs, quoted in 
Crosby, do you know anything about the existence of the West¬ 
ville Mint? I think it is going to be necessary to check the 
New Haven newspapers of the period to see what they say. 

At least the information which I found shows that the June 1, 
1787 closing date is an error and probably is meant to be June 
1, 1788 . It also points out why the investigation of the 
Connecticut Mint was ordered by the legislature since coppers 
had dropped in value and there, no doubt, was an investigation 
as to the cause. I certainly look forward to your comments. 

The hold-over obverses of 1787 which were re-used in 1788 
seem to be six in number. 

I wish Norman Bryant were more interested in the research in 
his own town as this would be most helpful, but perhaps he 
has not the time or inclination to do it. 

Let me hear from you at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


April 2, 19^9 


Mr .Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102li Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 

Do yon know where Bushnell’s notes are which 
Crosby used in preparing his book? ANS says 
they do not have them. Have you ever seen 
them? 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Dsar EriC; 

Viy first GUESS would be Mass. Historical Societ;'-, r^r second 
I'.Y .Historical Society for the ^ushnell j^i£,s. >'iy third would 
be Ed Kice^ nainly because he has a great deal of Chapman ma-. 
terial, among wlich mipht :^ell be stuff left over from the 
Bushnell estate, t dcn’t positively know idiere the MSS.are, 

I have never seen then. Is it possible that there were clan¬ 
destine mints in New Haven, e.g. for items like 178? 1^-c 
perhaps l^-L, Ii-L? If the Fugios vrere (all?) made in HYC^ 
howceme Ifemon Boaglas didn't find mt out? He thought they '-.•jore 
made in New Haven. 


Best 



Dear Eric .. 


O' la - 


I have examined the 1783 NOVA ^ Iver in 0¥(i estate, xhou^t 
you would like to know that the loO unit piece there has an 
ornamented edge* in your earlier writings you mention that 
yours has a plain edge, ilhy I had to check these is a long 
story which you will get later, and viiich promises to be 
one of the most astounding things in Colonial numismatics. 




June 9, 19^9 


Mr. Walter Breen 

P.O.Box IO 2 U Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 

You have me in a turmoil as I suppose you discovered 
either the copper piece which goes with the silver 
set or some other silver items of the 1783 patterns. 
Why don’t you cut me in on the news. 

My 100 mill piece has a plain edge, as previously 
stated. 

I am enclosing some interesting items which you 
might wish to add to your New Jersey manuscript. 

Don’t keep me iTo^hing at the mouth I 


Cordially, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Doai- r^ric: - . .. . .. . 

Eie riIi3(teop thio-quiGt pro tei-i) is a 1000 unit oieGe^ silver 
e:xKG::-ii.^t rinp:;. pliiiii Gdpe^ t’^icl: f?.an, no soar, on Gd^G no ^ 
^raco SjOn, 2-.^^.l relief narks on SLirfacos proved to natch 
idGnti-d'al^r snail die defects on the original 'fnonson-Garrett 
1000 tt-it coin. Pierced ; irt. no-.r 239.2 grains (original, 268.7) 
Sp.q--*-*cf the nov/done l0.03j s-.gr. of the Garrett coin,10,I|.9 
indicatheg aixicst pure silver. -Sleat I have is either a TJorn 
genuine enar.plc (carided aroend saacne's nec’: ti?,l about 1365) 
-.lith a s;ia?.l bubble sonc-nhore within ^ or a cast^ and I«n In a 
quandar/. Ccnterlnr- is no evidence as the - ?_anchet is too nari\> 
uo^ U3ll, lu is definitely i; 0 T a liLckler- cott/. It is fi’on. an 
Onio estate and supposed?^ -.-as therebince before 1865. If cash 
if.at j.ror.j and^ui’t.ien.pro^^rhen did inodem one-niece centrifunal 
c££to:j2eaa?'^ Bins --^ 


auperbl;;- done—no porosity,no 
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Jtine 17, 1959 



Anerioan Dental Association 
222 East Superior 
Chicago, Illinois 

Qentlenen» 

I an endeavoring to learn when centrifugal casting 
was first used, I understand that Dr.William 
Taggart, of Chicago, was one of the pioneers in 
centrifugal casting in dental work and that he 
had certain inventions about 1912, 

Would it be possible for you to put me in touch 
with some dehtist who could give me the oatent 
number of these inventions and also indicate whether 
this process was previously used in other fields 
prior to being used in dentistry, 

I will be very grateful for this information as 
I am doing some historical research. 


Very truly yours. 


ERIC P, NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


June 19, 1959 


Hr* Walter Breen 

P.O.Box lOPiiGrand Central Station 
New York 17, Hwij York 

Dear Walteri 

The 1,000 unit piece is most exciting. Centrifugal casting 
for dental fillings apparently began about 1912. Apparently 
it was used prior to that for other things. I don*t see 
anything wrong with the specific gravity of 10.03* Natur¬ 
ally I would very much like to see it and to compare its 
color texture with my 100 mill piece* I have an electro 
made from the original Garrett coin, 

I have seen more fakes lately. I am getting terribly sus¬ 
picious* I have ^ust asked someone in Texas to send to you 
a Baltimore sixpence, weight hh grains (should be 3ii) with 
an 8.8 specific gravity* It appears strongly struck but the 
combination of both the weight and specific gravity being 
wrong make me feel it must be some pewter with a high amount 
of tin. 

I have written to try to get a lead on the patents on cen¬ 
trifugal casting, 

Sheldon, in his book on Cents, indicates that the dies for 
the Nova Constellatlo copper coins were made by Dudley, in 
Boston, and sent to England for production* Do you know 
whether he had any foundation for this statement or not? 

I do not believe it* 

Would it be possible for you to send me, also, the paste-up 
of the plates used in the Brasher article which you wrote 
for the 1958 Centennial ANS. I would like to borrow it unle 
you have the negatives available in which case I would very 
much like to borrow them* 

More and more I believe that both of t».s are getting less 
sure of what we thought we were sure of. Maybe we are matur 
ing. 

Please send the coin to for examination. 

Cordially yours. 


1 


June 22, 19^9 


Mr.Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 1021; Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 

I think I have very wonderful news for you. You 
indicated that you had lost your Miller-Ryder• 

I have found the person who has it and it was 
bought through normal business channels. I can 
ask the person to send it to me so that you could 
copy off your notations or handle it in some 
other way, the purpose being to avoid any embarrass¬ 
ment to anybody concerned. 

Please let me know if this is what you are look¬ 
ing for. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Itear iiric, • . , 

vfncrG ddd 3 rou hoar I lost a lallGr-R^or? 7-:ero arc about 5 an- 
notatGd cqjios extant. i have one ci tl:sr.i. /'Ji?!.! send the 17G3 
ynen I get nt each frcr. Jinj. 2ie;r are nox rieasuring it to see 
if ar[; deta. Is are si allcr as xoi ld be true of a cast (frcn fi- 
oniclaiess of separatii^g r.’.edim). TH'S altqjether i-jrm" abt. 
17to nCVA coiT)ers rade frci'. I^ur’ley ddes^ it iras \l 70 n. This is 
coej.ccoed(par 1 i!.’■') in Ibnny IZiir.cr,". 1 iisver had either neo-s or 
pasteups for the Braslrr ai-ticlc. I never sax the Jllufe'Srol^^ 
Ooher.'ise descid/tr.on xc nave differed^ oxr'-ng to parts of 
legends^being viable on it. i don't thirk 1783 1000 -unit 


is an electro. It is eitlier a da::.nably clever centri'^', cast 


naae to deceive, polislied at rir:s to elinlnate-telltale stem 
holed and carried around for years, OR it is genuine. I cannot 
be sure x'.iich. If genuine, it is the-find _of the decade. 


(W- 
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June 29, 1959 


Mr, Eric P. Newman 
Assistant Vice-President 
Edison Brothers Stores, Inc, 

400 Washington Avenue 
St, Louis 2 , Missouri 

Dear Mr, Newman: 

Your inquiry about the use of centrifugal casting has 
been referred to me. Such investigation of the subject 
as I have been able to make is not entirely conclusive, 
but has been carried far enough with the reference 
material available in our library, so that you can con¬ 
firm my conclusions, 

I have been able to find no evidence that Dr, Taggart 
employed centrifugal force for casting. His casting 
machine, which was invented about 1906 , used gas pressure. 
According to a German author, Ernst Smreker, in his book 
Handbuch der Porzellanfflllungen und Goldeinlagen ( 1921 ), 
page 6 , a centrifugal machine received a British patent 
as early as 1809 , I do not have material in our library 
to verify this statement, but a search in the English 
patents, an official list of which should be available 
in the public library of your city, should discover this 
patent if it existed, I regret that my sources of in¬ 
formation do not enable me to carry this investigation 
further. 


SinceralV 



George B, Denton 
Research Consultant 
Bureau of Library 


and Indexing Service 


GBD/jl 


AMERICAN DENTAL ASSOCIATION 323 EAST SUPERIOR STREET CHICAGO 11. ILLINOIS WHITEHALL 4-6730 



July 6, 1959 








Mr, George B, Denton, Kesearch Consultant 
Bureau of Library and Indexing Service 
American Dental Association 
222 East Superior Street 
Chicago 11, Illinois 

Dear Mr.Denton: 

lhank you, very much, for your information con 
cerning pressure and centrifugal casting, 

I do wish to call your attention that you indi 
cated that a centrifugal machine received a 
British patent as early as 1809 and I want to 
be sure that you did not mean 19C9» Would you 
be kind enough to verify this date for me, 

lour cooperation is very much appreciated. 


Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAH 


EPN/atb 
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July 7, 1959 


Mr, Eric P, Newman 
Assistant Vice-President 
Edison Brothers Stores, Inc, 

400 Washington Avenue 
St, Louis 2, Missouri 

Dear Mr, Newman: 

There seems little likelihood that the date 1S09 is in 
error, The following is a translation of the paragraph 
in Ernst Smreker*s book, page 6, and it seems to make 
clear that the year 1S09 is intended. 

”As is seen from the time of granting patents, 
casting under pressure is an old method. It 
originates in an English patent for casting with 
a centrifugal machine in the year 1S09, and another 
patent for the printing by type under mechanical 
pressure from the year IS 3 S,” 

In a book on casting, published by the Dental Summary. 
L. W. Strycker publishes a picture of a primitive type 
of centrifugal machine of unknown date, but apparently 
of ancient times. 


Sincerely, 

fS- 

George B, Denton 
Research Consultant 
Bureau of Library and 
Indexing Service 

GBD/jl 


AMERICAN DENTAL ASSOCIATION 222 EAST SUPERIOR STREET CHICAGO 11. ILLINOIS 


WHITEHALL 4-6730 




Dear Jilric, 


!lhe next question is this; what percentage difCerence in size is to be 
expected in a centriflgal cast? Biis'is 6f course a function of the 
thickness of the separating medium, which might vai^ according to the 
particular medium used (what is a practical minimum for a well-made mold?), 
and according to the metal of the cast, the material of tte mold—is it 
porous and x^ill the separating mediim soak into it?, etc. I have just 
looked at centrifugal casts of sane ancient coins, made for esperimenbal 
purposes, and at a dangerous centrifugal cast of a Continental dollar, 2® 
casts of the ancients were in gold, silver and bronze; the Continental 
dollar was in sane kind of pewter allofr, with— apparently—more leadthan in 
the genuine. Die Cont. centrifugal cast was about i- ram less in ctLameter than 
the genuine. Though extremely well made and sharp and with a near-p6rfect 
edge, the surface was sli^tly porous and inferior to the genuine, with a 
slightly soapy feel, and a glass disclosed porosity and a couple of small 
bubble marks, plus a few places where details were smaller and less distinct 
than in the genuine owing apparently to vsiying thickness of separating medium. 
The casts of tiie ancients were much better bob even so they had porosity visible 
under a glass and » me of the sairie failts mentiaied above, 

I do not find any tjbace of this on ths 1000 unit piece, A final test vdll te to 
take a fhcto of it beside the genuine, make an enlargement and start measuring 
letter thicknesses, etc. Any narrowing in the Ohio piece will be conclusive 
evidence agains^j it, ©lore isno porosity, >Jhat I thought were bubble maiks 
proved to be minute die failures identical in size^ shape and poditicn to those 
oi the Garrett coin. The oily bad feature is that the coin is smaller, thicker 
and possibly a little polished on the edge. This is the only thing to excite 
su^icion; you have now heai^ the worst. The coin is still at Evergreen house 
aad I should pick it up next time i go to Baltimore, You may see it then, I 
expect to get a clearance to sell from its owner, conditional on its being found 
genuine. 


Best, 
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September 17, 1959 


Mr. Walter Breen 

Post Office Box I 02 U Grand Central Station 
New Tork 17, New York 

Dear Walter: 

The 1000 mill Nova is indeed amazing. It is worth all the 
work you have put into determining its genuineness. I only 
have pictures of the Hopkins coin and an electro to check 
by. Here are my observations: 

1. The B in LIBERTAS shows a serious casting defect. The 
lower right side is thinner than the original and there 
is a large raised loop to the right. This is not caused 
by a planchet defect or a subsequent indentation. 

2. There is a web on the outside leaf under the second 0 

in 1000 running to the circle. Another web runs from the 
outside leaf under 1 of the date. Neither web is on the 
Hopkins piece and could not have been from the die. 

3 . The hole unfortunately is directly through the point 
where there is a planchet defect on the Hopkins piece. 
This is a shame, but may have been done deliberately. 

I cannot find any matching planchet defects. 

U. The period between LIBERTAS and JUSTITIA is spread too 
wide for normal wear and is too irregular for a struck 
piece. 

5 . The coin rings too well to have an air bubble to account 
for the i point difference in specific gravity between 
the Hopkins piece and this one. It may be a different 
silver alloy. Can you test this piece chemically by 
rubbing the edge. 

6. One hundred years ago the reproduction of rare American 
coins was rampant as you know. (Hist.Mag. Vol VI, p.375). 
They were using sealing wax to make superb* gutta percha 


Page 2 

Mr» Walter Breen 


September 17, 1959 


casts. Gutta Percha could be used to make a sand mold 
and the coin polished and beaten up to destroy the evi- 

electro or centrifugal cast 
might be avoided with painstaking sand casting. 

moment is that the web on the B of LIBERTAS 
and I appreciate the opportunity to study it 

and I thank you for having confided in me on discovering it. 
Let me know if I am off base. ^ 

return the coin? I will mail it to ' 
ITtl ?? i 'inlPss you wish it sent to you at 311 

It hell y. ll * Since you may not 

be home when the package arrives I think it is best to send 
it to your post office box. 

“atra^'orLt ^ "'•‘“inly aPPre- 

oonsL?. ’ I vill not use it without your 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 
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Dear Eric: 

Having just examined centrifugal casts made for 
experimental purposes (and they are diabolically 
clever ones), I now conclude that a centrifugal vast 
differs in size from its original by an amount visible 
to the naked eye, inevitably, and therefore that the 
present coin is not a centrifugal cast made from the 
JWG MiKkley coin. The die flaws on the fiiSKidi^?acxii Garrett 
example are not planchet flaws. Of this I am 100% sure. 
No evidence from centering because the Garrett coin 
is on a wide thin flan, the present piece on a narrower 
and thicker one. I have already given you weight and 
sp.gr. I would appreciate your evaluation of the piece 
a s soon as feasible . The more I study it tiie more I am 
sUfeTTis a struck coin, but I dare not anything 
without 100% certainty and this does-hot yet seem 
possible. ’ rx-'h.':, 

Congratulations on a truly excellent article in^e 
NUMISMATIST. I think you have pretty well es tab- 
lished the identity of E.G. Reprints? 

Dickie the Pick alias The& Tongue alias R.Picker 
is seeking a reprint of your ANS Centennial Pub. article. 

Best regards always. 






311 E 72, NYC 21 
Monday 2 AM 




i 


Dear Eric, 

Just returned from a Boston weekend to find your letter. 

I must disagree with you:on several particulars. The "web” at B of LIBERTAS does not 
look to me like a casting defect but rather like a nick on the coin. Likewise with the 
other defects you mention. I recall no planchet defect on the JHU coin anywhere near the 
i hole, nor does any show on the Jefferson Papers plate. (Are you speaking from an electro 
or from the photo or your memory?) The period may have been flattened by a nick or 
dent, which would account for the irregularity. I examined this under a 60x lens and had to 
stick with the above conclusions. 

The enclosure will explain better than words can why I am reasonably certain now that 
the holed piece is not a centrifugal cast. The enclosure was made for experimental pur¬ 
poses only and you may have it if you wish. It is a sample made by one of the finest 
workmen in the business. In physical properties it compares well with the Bronx dentist s 
commemoratives. I can now say definitely that if the holed piece differed from the JHU 
coin so much in either size or surfaces, I would have noticed the fact. 

Dr. Freeman said that neither she nor any of the JHU people had any better ideas on how 
to test this coin. Tukon or polarized light studies would not help since the holed piece has 
had too much wear. 

I have seen sand-mold casts, gelatin-mold, rubber-mold and other kinds. There isn't too 
much difference between them when they are at their best. 

If your condemnation of the holed piece is based entirely or even principally on the defect 
at B of LIBERTAS than I must remain unconvinced. I notice that you were not particularly 
bothered by the ring or density difference. I have rvtng coins with cracked or split planchets 
(a defect surely comparable to a gas bubble) and have found that occasionally they have a ring 
nearly as good as the holed coin though of course brief (as is this). I don't know if x-ray 
would tell here--do you? 

Mi^t as well use the P.O.Box unless you can mark the package "Deliver to 311 E 72 in morning 
--in that case 311 would be better provided that the coin could arrive befoce Friday (I have to 
be either in Boston or Youngstown this coming weekend). 

No photographs have been made of this piece. Incidentally, there were no other fakes in this 
estate. So I still don’t know. 


Best always. 




October 5, 1959 


Mr* Walter Breen 
P.O.Box 102li 
Grand Central Station 
New lork 17, New Tork 

Dear Walter: 

I am returning herewith the 1000 mill Nova which you sent me. 
There is nothing like a difference of opinion. I believe that 
the web at the and the webs on the leaves are such convinc¬ 
ing proof of the fact that this is a casting of one type or 
another that I did not even go into the fact that the specific 
gravity was too low. That is merely reconfixnaation of the fact 
that the same silver was not used on the Hopkins piece as was 
used on the enclosed piece. The ippurities are, no doubt, 
different metals and the chances of finding an air hole are 
very remote. As to how the piece was made from the original 
I cannot guess but since it is not struck that is sufficient 
f.or my opinion. 

I wish to thank you for the copy you bad made of the enclosed 
piece • 

I have photographs of the Hopkins piece and as far as the plan- 
ohet defect is concerned, it is noticeable in the Crosby picture 
but not in the photo I have. Therefore, let*8 forget the plan— 
chet defect idea. 

Again, may I thank you for letting me have the opportunity of 
seeing this piece and even though we do not agree, at this 
stage, I am sure both of us have flexible opinions which can 
be changed as the facts are re-examined. 

My kindest personal regards* 


Sincerely, 


EPN/atb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


J6ni2ary 2$, I960 


Mr. Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102U Grand Central Station 
Mew York 17, Mew York 

Dear Walters 

In John i'ord*a telephone call to ne yesterday he outlined 
the story concerning the work being done on the 180U dollar. 
Tour research, Lynn Glaser’s research, and «y re search,©rob* 
ably add up to a very effective piece of work and I under¬ 
stand that Bressett and loeean night wish to publish soee- 
thing on the subject. My idea is that we should coabine 
our efforts and that all three should be joint authors. 

The book could be published by leoaan, connercially, and 
pay you a reasonable aaount for your work and take care 
of the expenses of anyone who contributes to it. I presume 
Glaser is an amateur, like myself. I think the title 
should be *The Complete History of the 180U Dollar and 
Its Satellites,” or some similar title. 

It is essential that the pictures are excellent and either 
the sise of the pieces r^ust be so large that photoengraving 
won't bother it, or we should have a special edition with 
photographic plates. 

I sa enclosing an extra copy of this letter for you to send 
to Lynn Glaser, as I do not know his address. I would 
appreciate hearing from both of you as to whether this idea 
meets with your approval. It is a piece of work which must 
be done as the bunk that has been written on this subject, 
up to date, is completely confusing to anyone who would try 
to read it. 

With kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely yours. 


BPM/atb 


KRIC P.NBWMAM 


April 12, I960 


Tear Walter, 

Three letters from you in one day is a new high, I 
hope you are well again. Carbons of your letter will 
be circulated, 

lou asked me to write Kosoff for the pictures of the 
Hyderaan restrike, I did, I do not wish you to tell 
anyone else but Kosoff sent me the pictures. They were 
pictures of an l80U dollar altered from an 1800 dollar. 
Apparently someone has substituted the alteration for 
the Idler piece. When this occurred, I do not know, 

I think there is going to be an atomic explosion as 
I made this known to Kosoff by letter he received 
yesterday. 

I will answer your letters in due course. 

Kindest personal regards. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


Mr, Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102li Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


April 12, I960 


Dear Walter, 


It is essential that I find out whether there is any 
basis for the assumption that Ephraim Brasher con¬ 
ducted tests on coins for the United States Mint in 
1792. The record shows that David Ott was paid for 
doing so* Is the ass'.mption concerning Brasher 
based entirely upon the coins which are counter- 
stamped with his EB? 

Will you give me any information you have on this 
matter or if no information exists other than the 
coins • 

i^indest regards. 


Sincerely. 


Mr. Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102i). Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


EPN/atb 


April 20, 1960 


Dear Waite r. 

Please don*t do any more work on the matter of Brasher 
testing coins for the D.S, Mint in 1792. He had nothing 
to do with it whatsoever as David Ott was paid for the 
entire job and even listed the dates of the coins he 
tested. Some of these dates relate to coins known 
with the EB counterstamp. 

Would you be kind enough to let me know who is the 
owner of the second Brasher Doubloon which you list 
as owned by a Mid-West collector - the one with the 
punch over the eagle’s wing - which is in lovely con¬ 
dition. I want to get a fine picture of this coin. 

Hope you are felling well now. 


Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWHAN 


EPN/atb 


Mr. Walter Breen 

P.O.Box 102U Grand Central Station 
New York 17, New York 


March 12, 1963 


Mr. Walter Breen 
2h02 Grove Street 
Berkeley U, California 

Dear Walter: 

Your article in the March 1963 Scrapbook was very 
interesting and should be helpful to many collectors. 

I also want to state that from time to time we will 
needle one another and there is nothing more whole¬ 
some because I know that both of us respect the work 
that the other has done. Naturally, each of us will, 
in due course, make certain errors but, over all, 
the quantity of work we are both doing is enough to 
justify a few errors. 

One of your needles was untimely with respect to the 
Virginia coinage as this monograph was amended by 
another article in A.N.S. NOTES giving rarity, and 
amending the material. 

You will be interested to know that the l/2iith real 
matter will be rewritten and revised in the next issue 
of A.N.S. NOTES with full illustrations, etc. 

I do, however, want to know what is planned with 
respect to the Crosby additions which you have in 
mind. I have seen John's note supplement to the 
Standard Catalogue which I believe you orepared and 
I am wondering if the Crosby additions are going 
to be along those lines. There are some corrections 
I would like to make in this regard before t his is 
published.If someone else is going to do the Crosby 
supplement, I would be very interested in knowing 
h\5w you are planning to handle the natter. 

I am beginning to think that there is one thing which 
is of leas interest to numismatists than numismatic 
knowledge and that one thing may be numismatic ethics. 

My very kindest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 


March 12, I 963 


Mr. Walter Breen 
2 U 02 Grove Street 
Berkeley h, California 

Dear Walter: 

There is what appears to be a forgery in silver 
of the St. Patrick farthing. lou have done so 
much work on the die varieties of this coin that 
I wonder whether you have photographs of the 
individual varieties or whether you merely 
made notes as to their details. 

I am enclosing a photograph of the coin in 
question and would appreciate it if you ere in 
a position to let me know whether this die has 
been recorded. 

You will note that the letters are not punched 
and that one word on each sice is in thin letters 
and the other word in thick letters. You will 
also note three jewels on the inside of the 
crown, which is most suspicious. The edge mill- 
ing on this coin is artificial and that is my 
principal reason for believing it is false. 

Would you let me know your thoughts on this matter 
as I would like to write it up as soon as I get 
adequate inf orriation. 


Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


Dea r Eric 

Noted your reply i n CW. The reason 1 didti'’t ro oralize i n the letterG 
colutnii was simply that I was tlien fiai shing a 7500-\vord article on 
dealer ethies for the Scrapbook. Hewitt lias had it for a week or so. 

T think it shoid 1 clarify position better than any summary’ in CW. 
It should also make a few pairs of ears burn; though no names are 
nan>ed, characteristic practices are spelled out. I even question the 
ethics of having redbook & Trends Pages prices m-ade up by dealers 
pers onall y i avolved rather than by independent teams of market re¬ 
searchers. Nrr is it merely destructive criticism; the articfc ends 
with a code of ethics which is more inclusive than anything oT the kind 
I have seen before. probably be persona aou grata at conventiom 

after this thing c xnes oit. ... J.TF showed ro o the phony si Iver Mark 
Newby. The poor edge reeding is th e quickest diagnostic featuare, and 
the relief is lower than on any genuine MN, but it^'s still dangerous. 

§ Report liaitijit that Foxy Steinberg is selling phony Athenian owls for 

apiece, not marked as conies in any wav, & supposedly very decen-' 
tive. fjww'Oive.'aav bSst," j } ic 


SVv 


2402 Grove, Be±eley 4, Cali!. 


Dear Eric 

(on loan from JJF) 

I have the silver Newby forgery; my own coridemnatiori of it (as writtai to Ford) is on the 
'oasis of style, false edge reeding, and workmanship. Th e aiTangement of beasts on the rev. 
of all genuine Newby fathings is the same and unlike the arrangement found on this silver 
piece; ths' forger did not know what he was copying, and so we have the top bird flying the 
wrong way, the bird behind the pegasos represented only by a meaningless line, the lowest 
mammal fa cing t he wr aig w ay, et c. S ome genuine N ew bies have lette rs engra ved in, or 
at least some letters eiigraved, though the vast maj ority (as you know) have them made from 
punches. But the very sharp contrast between thick and thin elements on this silver piece i s 
found on no genuine Newby. The obv . crown should liave three fl. eurs-de-lis on the circlet, 
a detail authenticail y copied from the crovMi of Charles I which was the prototype of the crowns 
on th e genuine New bies ( via th e Cha rles I rose farthi ng tokens of Ir eland); t he forgery doe s 
not have them, but represents them by spread-out groups of kjewels. And, as you point out, 
the interior of the caul should be pfein. 1 surmise that the three jewels shown on the forgery 
are misplaced iron) the three diamonjis which should appear on the circlet (below and betw sen 
the fl eurs - de-lis). 

When I was workiqg on tlie Boyd coir a of New bies, I was not far enough along to have photo¬ 
graphs made, and Boyds death prevented further investigation. I will resume this work s me 
time after I have my doctorate. 

Use any or all the above data for your ow i writeup, crediting me wherever Qr however 
ap propr iat e. Th e weight of thi s silv er specimen is 110 1 /4 grains, which is witliin known limit s 
for genu ine ones and thus inconclusive. (Ifs the same one of which you sent photographs^ 


/Ks for your other letter; My needle on the Virgirda coinage was not untimely when I wrote that 
article. Hewitt had it in. Ms hands for nearly a year. Your Museum Notes reyArnt ajjrived many 
months afterwards. I am glad to know that the 1/2 4 Peal matter is being rewritten. (Inciden¬ 
tally, in the ANA 1961 auction, the one at which His Insufferable Eminence James "Trends ” 
Kelly refused to let m e bid, there w as a f ine Horizontal 4 variety, descr jbed only as a 1/24 
Real. His 1 oss in not getting m ore than $7 or so for the coin; my loss i n not getting the coin. 
But his loss more, as Tve spread the story artxind. and it did not redound to JK''s credit.) I 
have since then seen a second ET HB specimen, but no others| of eit her variety. Possibly 
Picker can tell you ro ore. I am inclined to think, now, tliat over 80% of the 1/24 P eal coins 
in collectors^ hands are restrikes. § Jolri has long since sent my very incomplete ms, of 
the C rosby notes to Meriden G ravure, ard w e'“ve hea rd nothing for about a year. The latest 
plan was to reprint Crosby in entirety, replacing his err)rs with my corrections ^ additions 
in a different t\T5eface, and redoing the plates in entiretyu T 11 we) come your corrections, though 
I probably have many of them in my notes already. The recent study of British coins Si coinage 
methods lias forced quite a lot of rethinking on my part. 


Oh, come OFF it, Eric! Numismatic knowledge & num. ecM cs are of interest to numismatists. 
The mail I get is certainly evidence of the fact. It'’ s the soi-disant "Profes.sional Numismatists” 
who are basically used-car dealers at heart who are not interested in anything except selling at 
top dollar. And I refuse t o call these i^arasites "professionals"; in fact, the article I sent Hewitt 
a few weeks ago on num. etMcs m akes that exact point, that the title "professional" means nothing 
(save that its wearer las decided to award it to himself) in the abseric e of a recognized standard 
pf performanc4,fcc:ii5petence & ethics. If Hewitt finds the arti cle to o hot to handle, it goes to the 
Numismatist, Coin World and Numismatic News, You got all hot & bothered abou t restrike 

peddlers; I regard this problem as smal 1 in comi:arison to t he common one of m Isdescribing, 
misgradiag, extorti ouate prichig, fail ure to make mee.ningful guarantees, a nd in general refusal 
to accept resfionsi'dlity for one'’ s comiritm cuts. The whole question of restrikes is a subclass 
Hthat of identification and authenticity of merchandise. I refuse to strain out the gnat while 
a 11 owing the camel. Hoping you are the same, 


M«rch 19, 1963 


Mr. Waltf'r Breen 
2h02 Grove Gtroet 
Berkeley L, Calif. 

Dear Walter: 

Thank you so much for your nice le^te^ and I will 
put your name as one of those who cooperated with 
respect to the silver Mark Newby. 

If you have not sent the item back to John yet 
would you look st it and tell ne the relation¬ 
ship of the two sides. If the point of the crown 
on the obverse points to 12 o'clock and you spin 
it on the vertical axis does the figure of St. 
Patrick point clockwise about 10 degrees or 20 
degree s? 

I have no idea whether the animal Just under St. 
Patrick’s hand is a bird, or an insect, or what, 
and have described it in my article as a ”jet 
age double swept back wing aircraft’*. 

I ara certainly looking forward to your article 
if Lee Hewitt will publish it and I agree with 
you that the restrike problem is minor compared 
to the phony auction and other sales techniques. 

Sincerely, 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


EPN/atb 


TAKE A TRANQUILIZER BEFORE READING 


2402 Grove St., Berkeley 4, Cali:^ 


Dear God: 

Consider this another barb fldng at you, as in former years. (No 
blasphemer like a true believer, they say.) 1 have found out that plates 
of the 1785 Connecticut cents exist but that because of your do-nothing 
prohibition (for what conceivable purpose?) I cannot even buy a specimen 
from their maker, nor can he recoup the cost of the negatives (which was 
very high). 1 fail to see any reason for such a dog-in-the-manger 
practice. As a result, when I see 1785^ s, I have to go through the 
godawful trouble of trying to identify them with my tattered and beaten-up 
annotated Miller, when I could do it in seconds or less with a copy of the 
plate. 

®n the name of Crosby and common sense, why not at least allow 
Hoch to sell me a specimen of the plaitte, whether or not anyone else gets 
one, and whether or not you contemplate any subsequent publication. It 
seems only fair, however, that he should be aBowed to recoup the cost of 
his operation, without incurring your Deadly Wrath. Publication of plates 
for one date of Conn, cent, without any accompanying text, can hardly lower 
the sales of a book to be subsequently published by you or anyone else--as 
though that were a major consideration to a person of your wealth, an advan- 
tagqhardly shared by Hoch. (Thast the plate leaves out obv. 7^ is an unfor¬ 
tunate error, which I trust your book will not repeat.) 

I also hear from Barnsley to the effect that you^ve been scoffing at 
my claim that more than one mint made Connecticut cents. I refuse to 
believe that the maker of 1787 & 6^-M (who also made dies for Mouldy's 

Morristown Jersey coppers with the wide U and peculiar N^s) was part of the 
same outfit that made 178S l-I, 2-D & 6-H, 1787 ll-A&VV, l^-WW, 3-G & 52-<^^, 
and 1786 1-A, 2^-AfcD^, 3-D^&D^, 2^-D^. Or that either of these was responsible 
for the stereotyped Jarvis coins of 1787with draped bust left. I admit that stancfard- 
izing a numerical system for Connecticuts based on mints would require rather 
more trouble & intelligence than one dares ascribe to the average dealer in 
Jefferson nickels who takes in a Connecticut over the counter, but omlting any 
minting designation would simply mean omitting one digit from a decimal nomen¬ 
clature. (Tve gone over this with Ned already.) 

If you care to reply, particularly with a relaxation in your prohibition on 
the 1785 plate (a prohibition which should never have applied to me, of all people), 

I will be reachable after July 1 c/o New Netherlands. Before 24 June 1 will be still 
in Berkeley. Between those two dates Fll be in transit. 




June 19, 1963 


Mr. Walter Breen 
2 I 4 O 2 Grove St. , 

Berkeley ii, California 

Dear Walter: 

Having tranquiliaed tayaelf unnecessarily, and having digested 
your unconstitutional use of the word "God.**, and since you 
resenble St. Peter in any event, I will reply to you like a 
gentleman. 

1. I have no possible objection to your receiving from A1 
Hoeh the 1?85 Connecticut plate for your personal use only 
as you have contributed more information to this field than 
any one since Miller. All I want to accomplish is to have 
the proposed publication,on Connecticuts, something new so 
that its publication will not be vetoed. If A1 sold the 
plates at large I am afraid this would happen and I think he 
agrees with rae. 

2. A a to Barnsley telling you that I believe Connecticut 
only had. one mint, I wish to reaffirm that is my opinion. 
Bushnell is the one who came up with the ideas of Morris 
Cove and Westville and this is very much like the rest of his 
hogwash. There is nothing inconsistent about different die- 
makers making different groups of Connecticut coins. The 
Connecticut Hint was used by different parties. The partner¬ 
ship changed continually, was leased out, and eventually ended 
up making use of Atlee dies. 

3 . I am glad you have discussed the Connecticut matter with 
Ned. I' favor retaining Miller numbers b\it have no objection 

to substituting a period for parenthesis or a footnote position. 

four unjustified accusations got you a prompt answer. Kay 
we both needle each other continually. 

I am sure you are amused at the threat of the suit by Stacks 
and I know nothing would give you more pleasure. Threats of 
suit, however, are helpful to sell a book but are improbable 
when it comes to actual filing. 

Kindest regards. 

CCt Sincerely, 

Hr.Al Hoch 
Mr. Edw. Barnsley 

EPN/a tb 


ERIC P.NEWHAM 


May 19, 196U 


Mr. Kenneth Bressett 
Whitman Publishing Company 
1220 Mound Avenue 
Racine, Wisconsin 

Dear Kent 

It was a pleasure to see you, and you must 
visit more often. Tou are oae person who enjoys seeing 
intereeting things, so I am glad to show then to you. 

The best, however, is being able to talk over mutual 
inters sts. 

I hope the 180U updating article which I sub¬ 
mitted to you is interesting enough, and I an enclosing 
photocopies of bills totaling $19.50 for money advanced 
by the Eric P. Hewman Mumismatlc Education Society for 
certified copy expenses. 

It was very nice for you to be willing to ex¬ 
change the Dye book and print my negatives. Incidentally, 
if you are now publishing Brown and Dunn, please send 
rae any editions which are available. 

I look forward to hearing from you on the main 
topic of discussion, and will go to work as soon as I 
get the green light from you. I will prepare a little 
contract as soon as we are in accord in principle. 

My very kindest regards, and thanks for your 

visit. 


Since rely. 


EPN/atb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN 


January U, 1965 


Dear Ken, 

Tour Maohins Mills pieces 
are returned herewith. Thank 
you for letting me see them. 

The piece I was looking 
for I finally discovered belong 
to Tale University. 

Sincerely, 


From the desk of 
ERIC P. NEMAN 


Form #105 


-TO 


MEMORANDUM 


January U, 196$ 


Mr. Kenneth Bressett 


From Erie P. Newman 


Dear Ken, 

I am enclosing a superb Xerox of Colonial notes in order 
for you to reconsider making oats directly from Xerox. This 
will save your company a fortuijxe as well as save me endless 
time. Why don’t you try some of the enclosed and see what the 
cuts look like. 


Xerox copies have impro ed tremendously 


EPN/atb 


V 















Box 1032, Berkeley 1, Calif. 
1 March 1965 


Dear Eric, 

Quickly and in haste— 

5-D 

A client has sent me one of the usual broken-die James 
II Y24 Part R-al tym ffarthings. X-ray spectrography gives 
it a composition of: 

97.46^ tin 
0.15^ antimony 
2.39?^ clay, ash, etc. 

specific gravity tests, made by the owner, range from 6.4 to 7.3 
gm/cc, which indicates only difficulties in the method; the 
result is hardly meaningful, as the coin is oxidized in manner 
very similar to originals—it does not in the least resemble 
the bright tin restrikes of the 19^^ century from these dies— 
and furthermore it has some of the same kind of corrosion 
(tin disease, allotropic changes) foundon older t^n coins. 

Weight is /37/ grams, or grAliis.(defective flan, chipoed) 

The puestHHion: could this coin possibly be an original? 

Can you tell if it is an original from the specifications? 

This is Hthe question in the owner's mind, a question left 
wide open by your writings. 


The sooner I have your reply the sooner I can proceed,.If 
you do need to examine the coin yourself let me know by return 
mail. 


Best, 



Don’t KIXMK b^ame me sfor the expurgations made in your xletter 
to little Patrick: Margo Russell made them, and shame on her. 



March 3, 1965 


Mr. Walter Breen 
Box 1032 

Berkeley 1, California 
Dear Walteri 

Lightning should not strike twice in the same 

place. 


The l/2Uth Real genuine piece which I had tested 
by vet chemical analysis had 97.U6^ tin, exactly the same 
as the one your client says was measured by X-ray. The 
specific gravity test range is exactly what I wrote in my 
article and your client claims his piece is the same. As 
you indicate, the specific gravity is not accurate in your 
client*8 teat. The antimony content of .15 in your client's 
test and .015 in tny test may be a mistake in the decimal 
point but that is inconsequential. Unfortunately I could 
not have all of the pieces I saw analyzed on an X-ray 
spectrograph. I have one of every variety in my own col¬ 
lection and will probably do that and compare the contents 
to some we are sure are bright restrikes. This may be mean¬ 
ingless, as the same tin mines were producing tin in 1688 
as were producing tin in 1828 when Mathew Toung had these 
coins made. There would have to be a nondestructive chemi¬ 
cal analysis to see whether there is a technical difference 
in composition between restrikes and regulars. 

I wrote this article so long ago I had not even 
seen an X-rayspectrograph. I was even surprised to read 
about it when it came out as A.N.S. had it for a year or so. 

As far as the allotropic changes are concerned, 
these could occur since 1828 but are much less likely to 
have occurred as, by that time, restrlkes made for coin 
collectors were kept in homes which usually had some fire¬ 
place going every cold night. The coins made in 1688 pro¬ 
bably sat, unprotected, through many cold winters. Napoleon 
should be an expert on the decomposition of tin. Let's 
ask him. 


- 2 - 

Mr. Walter Breen 


March 3 , 1965 


Perhaps your West Coast crowd can assemble a 
few of the pieces and see if there is any difference in 
content. 


I leave lots of questions open in my writing and 
the reason is I do not know the answer. If I did the facts 
would be in there. Does this ever happen to you? 

I understand you are speaking in Cleveland ind 
I an sorry I cannot be on the platform with you there as 
I have to be in Boston that weekend. 

Hope you and yours are fine and it is always a 
pleasure to hear from you. 


Sincerely yours. 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN/atb 


March 16 , 196 $ 


Mr. Walter Breen Eric P. Newman 

Dear Waltert 

There baa been sent to me, for examination, a Plantation 
Farthing, Variety Ij-E, which is, definitely, a Mathew Young re- 
strike• 

If I can obtain the permission of the owner to send it 
to you, are you in a poaltion to have a nondestructive X-ray 
chemical analysis made of the coin? I have no facilities avail¬ 
able to me here. 

It would be fascinating to find out whether the tin was 
different now that a genuine coin was measured by one of your 
clients. 

Cordially, 


P.O.Box lli020 

St.Louis, Missouri 63178 


EPR/atb 


CCt 

Mr. Jerry E, Tralins 
Jerry's Coin Shop 
168 Hialeah Drive 
Hialeah, Florida 


Form Afl05 


M^rch 26, 1965 


To Mr. 


Valter Breen 


MEMORANDUM 

_ From 


Eric P. Newman 


Dear Walter* 


I have permission to send you a Plantation restrike if 
you can have it analysed by nondesctructive means. Are you In a 
position to do so without cost? 

I also am in a position to send you a Fugio dollar, 
in pewter, which is oval in shape, and yet it appears to have a 
normal edge design. I don’t see how an edge design can be put on 
a coin which is not circular. I can send you this, also, at the 
same time. ' 


Please let me hear from you promptly. 
Kindest regards. 


BPN/atb 














May 17, 1965 


Mr, Walter Breen 


Eric P. Newman 


Dear Walters 

Thank you for your nice letter of May 12, 

The nondestructive X-ray analysis work was done for me 
by the Philips Electronic Laboratory, in New York, and by the 
Royal Mint,in London. 

Monsanto Chemical Company, here in St. Louis, has such 
equipment and have ^iven me permission to use it. Unfortunately, 
they exoect me to be able to operate the equipment by myself, on 
Saturday, which I don*t know enouf»h about to do. George Fuld 
had somev X-»P 5 iy fluorescence done, in Akron, but did not have 
chemical analysis done there so far as I know. 

I have already given my opinion that the oval Fugio 
Dollar is genuine but I don’t see how a Castaing machine can 
decorate a border in oval shape unless one of the guides is 
spring loaded. 

The definition of pewter is tin with some other material 
in it. Many of the Fugio Dollars, as you know, have been re¬ 
ferred to as tin dollars. Watson’s Chemical Essays indicate at 
least a 90? tin content. 

It is fascinating that you have found 95? tin in the 
items you have tested and it is Important to find out what 
is the balance of the material. Is it nonmetallic and, if it 
is metallic, what are the metals. In my A.N.S, article on the 
Plantation l/2lith Real, I discussed the effect of cold on tin 
to some extent but, strangely enough, the Fugio Dollars are 
not subject to tin disease. A slight amount of metallic content, 
other than tin, seems to stop tin disease. Pewter never had 
tin disease and was always considered better pewter as it had 
more tin. 


I will be fascinated to learn the quantative chemical 
analysis of the Fugio Dollars so, as soon as you ere in a 
position to have facilities available to determine what coins 
are made out of, and whether they are struck or cast, I would 
like to know. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely. 


EPM/atb 


P.O.Box II 1 O 2 O 

St, Louis, Missouri 63178 


Form »105 


August 17, 1965 


TO 


MEMORANDUM 


Mr. Walter Breen 


From Eric P. Newman 


Dear Walteri 

What was the Edgar Allen Mason sale of paper 
money? Was it an auction? Who conducted it, etc? 


EPN/ab 







Februery 27* 196? 


Mr, Welter Breen 
Box 1052 

Berkeley 1, California Eric P,Newman 


Dear Walter* 

/ friend of mine, David Cooper, who operates Scotchman's 
Coins, Inc,, mailed you, in November, 1966, two '32S Quarters, 
for your opinion, end, no doubt,you have been overwhelmed by 
work and have not been able to answer their letter^or the follow¬ 
up. 


Would you be nice enough to give them a priority so that 
the matter can be taken care of as I assured them that the delay 
was through your being ill for a little while and being over¬ 
burdened with work. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincere''' y. 


EPN/atb 

ho 

■^r, David Cooper 


I 


I 

■ ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


April 2, 1968 


Mr. Walter Breen 
C/o Lester Merkin 
6 $ East 56th Street 
New York, N. T, 10022 

Dear Walter: 

I have had a sinus infection end did not feel up 
to answering your March 20, 1968 letter. 

A further amplification of the varieties end emission 
sequence of Noe is a fine project. If you have it 95 % 
complete in ms. then finish it by all means and get it pub¬ 
lished. However, it must have superb pictures}(no doubt ex¬ 
isting ANS photos ere available),end presumably you have 
gathered some, on your own. We will let you use what we 
have if you desire. 

Our feeling is that false pieces should be included 
and illustrated as was attempted in the Good Samaritan. 

The numbering used by Crosby or Noe should be added 
to end not rejected, in our opinion, as a new numbering 
system creates too much confusion. 

Naturally we have done a quantity of work in the 
field, with future writing in mind, much through Dick Picker's 
encouragement. Teamwork is necessary. Joint authorship 
or projects can result in chaos, as you well know. So "Oo 
It Buttons", 88 the Civil Wsr token says. 

I, personally, do not select writing up die variety 
work unless I have unpublished background material as a 
fundamental basis for the project. There seems to bo little 
new of historical significance in Massachusetts silver and 
that is why I have not given precedence to that work. You 
like variety studies for their own sake and therefore the 
Massachusetts silver is more your cup of tee. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS. CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


Pege 2 April 2, 1968 

Mr, V.'alter Breen 


Thank you for writing and explaining your thoughts. 

Sincerely yours , 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


EPN 

etb 


bet Mr, Richard Picker 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


INSTITUTE OF NUMISMATIC AUTHENTICATORS 


WALTER BREEN, Founder 


Box 1032 • BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 


March 31st, I 967 


Eric P. Newman 
6450 Ceci1 Avenue 
St. Louis, Missouri 


Dear Mr. Newman: 

Thank you for your neat job of knit-picking. 

When I referred to the difficulty in distinguishing reprints from unissued 
remainder notes, I had in mind that the inexperienced collector or dealer 
would not be familar with the type of paper used for either category. It 
is also possible that unsigned notes might be discovered of issues not 
marked by you with either U or R. What then is a collector of discreet 
going to do? 

/ 

As for the remainders of the South Carolina Notes' of December 23rd, 1776, 
you no where indicated that unissued remainders could have been partly 
signed, and since the partly signed notes, having two or three signatures 
on them look like regular notes and they are necessarily going to be 
sold as such by the average dealer. 

The other matters you refer to, I will have to take up at another time. 



WALTER BREEN 



) 





c/o Lester Merkin 
65 East 56 St. 
"yC 10022 


Dear Eric: 

While looking over a one of Dick Picker’s coins, a hitherto 
unknown rev. die of a Pine Tree Shilling, I mentioned that this 
piece appeared to solve the problem of Crosby ll-H,a leaving only 
one unknown in our roster of Mass, silver variet^iies, that being 
the Willow XII C. 3b-E, which Noe hadn’t seen, but which was 
probably one of the Stearns coins (haven't checked yet). Www 
I mentioned at the time that I had enough data on the Mass. 
silver coins to complete a book on them, and that Noe sadly 
needed updating with a reasonable emmission sequence and rarity 
scale. Dick said something to the effect that he thought you 
were preparing some such monograph, but he wasn’t sure. 

Now coincidentally enough, I had earlier written Whitman 
Publishing Co. inquiring if that firm might find such a ms. of 
any interest. Ken’s reply was enthusiastically yes. Had he been 
informed that you were completing one, he would probably have said 
so. Under the circumstances, I do not feel like abandoning my 
own 9570 completed ms. on the basis of hearsay. 

Maybe you are working on same such project, m9:ybe not. If 
you are not, then I would appreciate a chance to get together wit^y 
with you, even if only by mail, to complete the few very minor 
lacunae and to arrange for getting photographs made. If you are 
working on same such project, there comes trouble. It would mean 
that we had duplicated each other’s labors to little purpose. I 
know you have seen many coins unavailable to me--but, abelieve me, 
vice versa too. I know you have seen documents probably not available 
to me concerning the Mass, coinage, but at the moment the problems 
in Mass, silver seem to be soluble in terms of the cojns alone. The 
big breakthrough was discovering that Crosby’s revs. B and C of the 
large pine tree shillings were the same die in diff. states; punch 
linkage on the small size coins also helped. ^pqib Picker has funneled 
to you information on a few unlisted varieties and states, during a 
ti \e when illness made work & correspondence out of the question; but 
a little co-operation from you wil4 help a great deal, should it in 
fact be the case that you are not yourself in process of completing 
a book on the subject. 

May I hear from you? This project is fairly important to me. 


Best 








I.ESTER MERKIN 


NUMISMATIST 


65 East 56th Street, 

new york aa, n. y. 


TELEPHONE: PL_AZA 3-1130 


April 4, 1968 


Mr. Eric P. Nevmian 
Numismatic Education Society 
6450 Cecil Avenue 
St. Louis 5, Missouri 

Dear Eric: 


Thank you for your letter of April Fool's Day plus one. I have 


an extensive file of photographs, including many of those used by Noe for 
the various monographs, but there are still some varieties missing. 

Within a v/eek, I will be able to let you know exactly what ones are needed. 
There are not many. 


I will probably first check with A.N.S. about available photos 


in their possession. If dear old Bill Clark were still alive, he doubt¬ 
less would be very cooperative, but with present management, I m.ay have 
a little more difficulty. Nobody there now seems to care one way or another 
about Massachusetts silver nor have they since Noe retired. 


The numbering system elaborated by Noe and you is already so 


overstrained at the seams as to be unworkable'in particular as there are 
earlier of some coins looking, therefore, like altogether different 

dies. Would you call something like that 16.9 if the regularly seen 
variety is 17? Would not that tend to suggest an intermediate set between 
16 and 17 instead? It is for that and similar reasons that I cannot go 
along with your suggestion of retaining the present numbering save as refer¬ 
ence to previous work. With this exception, I am willing to cooperate with 
you all the way even to illustrating counterfeit and forged pieces. I do 
not have photographs of many of these. 



I will be in touch with you personally, within a week or two. 


when I see my way more clearly concerning just what photographs are neces¬ 
sary to complete the work and what die variety data appear to be lacking. 

I make this last remark because Dick Picker has referred to your possessing 
some such information. 


Thank you for your generous offer of help. 


Sincerely 



MEMBER 


PROFESSIONAL NUMISMATISTS GUILD • INTERNATIONAL ASS N OF PROFESSIONAL NUMISMATISTS 
AMERICAN NUMISMATIC ASS'N • AMERICAN NUMISMATIC SOCIETY • ROYAL NUMISMATIC SOCIETY 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

April 23 , 1968 


Mr, Walter Breen 

c/o Lester Merkin 

6l> East i?6th Street 

Mew York, Mew York 10022 

Pear Walter: 

As Dick Picker has no doubt relayed to you, it was my thought 
that if you did not wish to use Noe numbers you could certainly 
go back to Crosby numbers, I wanted to make that suggestion to 
you since you wanted to adopt a new numbering system. 

I also feel that Noe numbers could be used merely by spreading 
all states of a given die over the Noe number even if what Noe 
illustrates as 17 would have to be advanced to 17.5, 

Naturally, I like the obverse and reverse to have different 
designations and that is why the revival of the Crosby desig¬ 
nation appeals to me. 

Kindest regards. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P, Newman 


E PN: mb 

cc: Mr. Pick Picker 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


April 2, 1968 


Mr, Welter Breen 
C/o Lester Merkin 
65 Best 56th Street 
New York, M. Y. 10022 

Deer Welter: 

I heve had a sinus infection end did not feel up 
to answering: your Kerch 20, 1968 letter, 

A further amplificstion of the varieties and emission 
sequence of Noe is a fine project. If you have it 9$% 
complete in ms, then finish it by all means and get it pub¬ 
lished, However, it must have superb picturesj(no doubt ex¬ 
isting ANS photos are aveilable),end presumably you have 
gathered so::e, on your own. We will let you use what we 
have if you desire. 

Our feeling io that false pieces should be included 
and illustrated as was attempted in the Good Hamoritan. 

The numbering used by Crosby or Nee should be added 
to and not rejected, in our opinion, ss a new numbering 
system creates tco much confusion, 

Natnrally ve have done a quantity of work in the 
field, with future writing in mind, much through Lick Picker’s 
encouragement. Teamwork is neeassery. Joint authorship 
or projects can result in ohsos, as you well know. So «Go 
It Buttons’*, as the Civil War token says. 

I, personally, do not select writing up die variety 
work unless I have unpublished background material as a 
fundamental basis for the project. There sesms to little 
now of historical significance in Massachusetts silver end 
that is why I heve not given precedence to that work. You 
like variety studies for their own sake and therefore the 
Massachusetts silver is more your cup of tea. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OE COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


Pege 2 April 2, 1968 

Mr. Valter Breen 


Thenk you for writing and explaining your thought 

Sincerely yours» 


ERIC P. NEVJMAN NUMISMATIC 
education SOCIETT 


E?N 
a tb 


rir« R.Picker 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS. CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


April 6 , 1967 


rtr, Walter Breen 
Box 1032 

Berkeley, California 
Dear Welter: 

I want you to be your own self and give needles 
where needles are due. lour letter of March 31 st 
addresses me as "Mr. Mewman" and then spells "nit-picking 
as "knit—picking"• That makes me a nit-picker. 

The problem you raiee concerning the South Carolina 
1777 issue was under consideration when I described 
the abbreviation (U) on page 25 . There I indicated that 
some nctes were partially signed. However, since that 
is the only instance I know of, I believe it should be 
specifically referred to under the issue itself and I 
will do BO in any revision which I might have the oppor¬ 
tunity of making. 

In so far as distinguishing between reprints and 
unsigned notes, you and I distinguish between the paper 
at sight. It is Just the difference between knowing 
nineteenth century paper end eighteenth century paper. 

I wish I knew a good way of helping the inexperienced 
collector in this regard. 

Thank you for your helpfulness in writing me as I 
do appreciate it. 


Sincerely yours. 


EPN/atb 


ERIC P. MEWMAN HTTMISMATIC 
EDTICATIOH SOCIETY 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


65 E 56 : NYC 10022 


Dear Eric-- 




It might be simplest to return each worl^fiheet with 
yoUr ccsnments, much as I did with yours on the Coloni ilA^^per mss. 




Numbering system adopted is tentative. A new departure from 
Ncfae! is imperative. (1) N uses diff. systems in NE, Sak WT, OT & PT 
serlles. (2) Varieties are known representing earlier (alteration) 
states than he records--hardly recognizable. Calling something 
N. i|$. 1 means slightly later state than Noe 5; but if it precedes 
Noej 15, calling it 4.8 or 4.9 is no good unless undeed it is a true 
inti^rmediate between Noe 4 and 5. As in the OT XII here called 
706, earlier version of what later became Noe 5, that is not the 
case; the obv. die is altogether different, so such a piece is 
altogether incompatible with Noe numbers. (3) Mulings are known 
crossing dies seemingly far removed, e.g. the RP coin called Crosby 
22-M. Yet using a Crosby number on stag something like this implies 
that it was known to Crosby--not the case. (4^ The chronological 
order tentatively established by Noe in OT, Large PT XII no longer 
cart be ^defended as is. (5) It is known that the small PT coins 
have AN DO in legend, the large AN DOM. This immediately puts Noe 
12 with the small aXII's, m. adespite Ms placing it before 13 and 
14 which presumably belong with 11 at Wk or near the end of the 
large XII*s. (6) A few of the varieties in Noe are now established 

to my satisfaction as spurious (OT VI 15 as well as 19). 

jThe above also make use of the Crosby numbers a dreadfully 
ineffective attempt at a solution, especially arguments (2), (3), 
Wi and what then of numbers for varieties unknown to Croaby? 

,Any numbering system adopted here should be completely unambigu¬ 
ous^ flexible (to albow for new varieties), m iLu i Miij not mistakable 
for anumbers on coins of other seriesiji. Possibilities here: prefix 
letter and straight-through numbers within each series, e.g. B 
Nl-8, Wl-8, 01-0)49, LPl-16, SPJ.-and so fotth; or the prefix-number 
and straight-through numbers here tentatively usedi. 


101 NN I-D. 


NE Coinages June BH--0ct 1652 
NN herein = Noe-Newman k (punches, dies or kvarieties) 

Std. wt. XII 72 gr., VI 36, III 18, OT II 12 gr. 

NE XII 

o. Curved serif, long & projecting up, on middle stroke 
of E. Vertical flaw r. of upper stroke (constant) 
r. Smallest regct. panel, nowhere over 0.06" from 
edges or comers of XII. Upper al. cor. X touches 
panel, lower r. comer t. I, bases both X's slant down, 
2nd I nearly twice as heavy as first. 

* splitting: 1957 ANA #2 
Jackman 2 to ... 

to EPN? P; Newman 1959 pi. IX photo needed 
(2) RP, 1957 ana #2, to... 

whereThis is the one with the split punch 
I saw it in 1957 and do net believe it merely doublestrucl 


( 1 ) 


102 NN I-A 


o. same 

r. bases both I's, upper r. cor. 1st I rounded. Edge of 
panel lower r. close to 2nd I, lower 1. distant from X. 
Not altered from NN-D (nor vice versa). 

* dieflaw, nvr completely absent, develops upper 1.stroke 
’ tLt’part^of'^X?^ eventually with III oblit. 

Low R-7. Cro. fig. 2. One in ANS. 






2 


;o3 


NN II-A. o. Lg triangular serif to midstroke E 
r. as preceding 

(1) ANS 

(2) MRS: is it there now? 

(3) ex Yale 

( 4 ) 

(5) 

( 6 ) 

are there more? 


NN 111-A 


o 

* 


111 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

W 


r 

GB. 


short serif midstroke E, not extending below line, 
crack slants down to r. flcom middle of iabase of E, 
to extended curved tail of Nj heavier successively 
with revs. xNN-A, B, C 
. as preceding 
Borderline R-8 


MHS is it there now? 


103 NN Ill-B o 


106 


as preceding * 

XI touch top 4 base. Dieflaw from lower 1. cor. 
2nd I appar. constant (probably developed rapidly 
resulting in discard) 


(1) ANS 

( 2 ) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

( 6 ) 


do others m exist? 


NN III-C o. same * 

r. edge panel lower 1. mclose to X, lower r. distant 
Cro. 1,3 8t fig. 1; ANS 1914 pi. I, same coin ill. SC 
5 in museums, about 7 others recorded 
is the MHS piece still there? 


201 


sixpence. June 1652? 
Cro. 1,4 only var. as yet accepted. 

(1) ANS 

(2) MHS 

(3) where is it? 


30 ], 


The "Delicate Letters" coin, Noe pi. II 4, Cro. fig. 4, branded 
a forgery by EPN on apparently good grounds. Question reopened 
on discovery of a 2nd exampleft--NOT a reworked Wyatt--and metal- 
lurgic tests now awaited which would provide effective conelusive 
evidence. 

threepence June 1652? 

NE die same as 201. Cro. 1,5 & fig. 5; SC; GB; Noe pi.II 

(1) MHS is it there now? 

(2) ex Yale many years ago 

(3) where is it? 






























3 


, Type changed alleging ease of clipping NE XIl's. No clipped 
.Lies known to me j lightest XII I have seen is about 61 gt. but 
i.ras badly worn. Repairs such as shaving edges of mutilated^ 
lies also lighten wt. but this is aa irisg irrelevant to bullion 
iping. Are any examples of latter knowh? 


per 

the 


WT XII Oct 1652? or 1653--1660 

Coinage probably intermittent, possibly not incl. entire 7-year 
[od. All coins struck by haniner from cylindrical dies, unanchored 
refore free to rotate; multiple-struck. 

.[complete die descriptions omitted as useless. Reconstruction 
draftings similar to those in Noe 1943 but far more nearly complete 
ardll presented. Legible areas of any WT coin can be compared immedi- 
at^j.y with them once tentative identification has been made fro 
TesSits below. 

'Die Tests. Obvs. 

Inn-1, .in- Top branch t. beads just left of r. leg M 

:IN: Triangular tree like fir or sprmce; trunk horiz. 
hatched; inner khx beaded circle* on string; M marked seriEs 
:IN Tiny cross above tree below r. leg M; diag. hatched 
trunk, bunched leaves as on palm trees--hence Mickley- 
Woodward designation "Palmetto Shillings" 


Die 


2 . 


3. 


®WMWMWNNM®HM: XII 


401 


:AN DOM; hvy pupper 1. 

serif 2nd I 
squeezed 
wholly 1, of 
V.large,low 
slant up r. 


:A N DOM 
-.ANDOM 
.AN DOM; 
•AN-DOM* 


Numerals 
curve 2 arises fr 
midbase 

squeezed; tall 2 
small, esp. 2 
iv. large 
16 almost t. 


Remarks 
high dt., 2 
almost t.beads 
sm.fine beads 
dieflaws at dt 
hvy ctr dot 
tiny " " 

almost t. 5 


SC 


NN 

1-A. R-7. Ill. 

(1) Bostom MFA 

(2) FCCB estate ex TJC. Pedigree back to J.Colburn (1863). Ill. 

(3) ex Yale ANS 1914 pl39, SC 

(4) Steams 4 ex HPSmith 1 

(5) Steams 5 ex " 2 

(6) JHU?(VERIFY) ex Earle 1917 


402 


2-A R-8. 

(1) Norweb previous pedigree unknown to me 

(2) ANS ex OEF? 1952 ANA 2362 (ill.), OKRtimbel 


403 


2-B High R-7 

(1) Boyd estate ex TJC, WHrz. 5, Elder 5/11/35 
!|(2) Newcomer 3067 ex Earle 1918, Mills 7. Noe #8 
1(3) Schulman sale 1951 ex Newc. 3069, Jackman 43 ftc. Noe #9-- 
pedigree back to Crosby, GMKlein colls. 

(4) see ANS notebook 

(5) very worn one I handled ca. 1956 

(6) Stearns 6 




























4 


404 


40S 


3 _c R- 7 

(1) ? ex'univ Pa coll., RCWBrock, Chapman Bros, GMKlein, Cro. 

Noe #10 -.oon 

(2) ex Yale, Jenks 5384, Whitman, F.Haines 1084 Oct 1880, ex 

Treasure Trove, Exeter, NH, 1876 

(3) Norweb ex Lampbert 809 jl-, o -m n-o 

(4) Norweb ex Brand, ultimately ex Bache I (1865). Noe ^13.111 GB 

(5) Mi tche Isonia, CSL Whence the ill.?? 

(6) ex BGJ. Noe #15 where now? 

(7) former WB coin ex Rpyal Coin Co. ca 1953 

(8) Stearns 7 v.worn 

(9) Stearns 8 holed 

KagiA’s unattrib. app may be this varieiety 


406 


3-D R-7. 

(1) Boyd estate ex TJC, Wiirz. Traced to England ca 1911. ANS 

1914, pi. I; Noe #16. 

(2) BGJ, Hall, Brand, where now? Noe #17 

(3) ditto ex JWScott where now? ” #18 

(4) ANS 

(5) Boyd estate. Noe #20 

(6) Norweb--earlier history not known to me 


The 


501 


3-E High R-7 

(1) ANS ex Parmelee 306, ex Sami. Bispham (Chapman bros 2/1880) 

(2) Boyd estate ex TJC, GJBauer; ult. Bache pt I (1865) 

(3) ex Yale 

(4) Stearns 9 

(i) Stearns 10 
(6) Steams 11 


two pieces Crcdsy 3bE and Crosby 849 are still unlocated. 


NE VI. One pair dies. Late 1652? 

Probably dies made at beginning, with earliest XII, xsimuarerid 
time of use not known, its period apparently brief. 

.Il-A] ttthgiri Borderline R-7 

(1) Boyd est. ex THC, Wilrz. 6 

(2) MHS--there now? 

(3) ex Yale, ex supposedly Jackman 4. Noe #3 

(4) BGJ is Newc. 3077--where now? 

1(5) BGJ. Noe #5 

I (6) BGJ, Noe #6--looks to me more like Jackman 4 
I (7) Steams 12 ex Cro.pi.1,7. But compare Newc. 3076 
(8) former NN, Brand piece (now Norweb?) ex Parmelee 308, 
ex Bushnell 143. 

1(9) former Caldecott piece, where now? Noe #9 
1(10) Boyd estate ex HChapman ex E.J.French. Noe #10 
1(11) unlocated; Crosby 850 


601 


NE III 

(same comment as to VI. 

(1) ex Yale 

(2) Boyd estate ex TJC, WUrz. 7. 

(3) where is it? ex J.Colburn, Bushnell, Parmelee 






























5 

OT XII. 1660-67. VARIETIES come from INTENTIONAL SX. 

DIE ALTERATIONS. Dies irreg. octagonal prisms with some rounded 
comers. May have been stmck in screw press. 

NN 


701 


702 


703! 


Dies of Noe 1 but much earlier state. Letters 

thinner, much more timidly cut than on NN-1. Obv. beads 
incomplete, many missing, esp. below MAS. 

(1) Boyd estate, NN 60th sale. Ill. SC 

(2) pvt coll, seen about 1963 

beads completed, ASA & GLAND strengthened. Low R6. 

* die injury through ND at 6:5>(^. Noe plate #1, others. 


rosette. High R-7, probably about 6 kn. Defective flans 
* die break over NE 


704 


•AN*D 0* low R-7. Flans always defective. OC, pa ATHVS 
usually partly off flan, left rev. always weak. 


705 


4 


hifh R6. Begins ’’shrubs" sequence. 


706 



708 


709 

710 


711 



-- dies of NN5 but uninjured, unreworked. Smaller V, its top 
below that of H; shorter serifs to S's; be'^ds ahpve HV 
strong; beads above SETS small, fine (mnlike N5); upright of 
E heavy. 4.57 gm, 70.5 gr. 

(1) IM 11/68 sale, ex European source 

5 lowest branches form "bow". R-1. 

* clashmarks from XII; die failure produced bulge at upper 
half ofl tree. Well-known rev. break continues to develop. 


-- uninjured die of NN6. Small high period after N* Roots 
like comb tee th. 

(1) ANS ex NNeth 34:13 

(2) former Bolender coin--same as next? 

(3) former Bressett coin 

6 die recut, letters and trunk now differ. All known havr 
severe obv. injuries. About 8 known 

7 same dies, obv. again reground, recut to efface clashmks. 
Trunk now cross-hatched, branches straight but bent up mear 
ends. Low R-6. 

* break d\lps at the T before H 


8 DO directly below XII. Obv. and rev. letters thin, N in 

ANDQM much too a small, trunk narrow & without crosshatching, 
some branches apart. 

(1) N Piate: Boyd estate ex TJC, pedigree to Heman Ely(1884 ) 

(2) Steams 34, finest 

(3) VB recorded in ANS. Steams had 5 others claimed as 
N8, unverified (may have been N9's or next) 

"8.5." Tree as N9 but not as strong. Letters partly recut, 
like N9 but much thinner. Rev. as N9. 

(1) Boyd estate ex TJC ex Vliirz. 14. 

































6 


713 


9 all letters now hvy; beads smaller, close, on string; wide 
trunk now heavily cross-hatched. Rev. Double ctr dot 
Low R6, but rarer than Noe 1 


714 


10 


Reversed N. Delicate Tree; no serifs to bases H & 2nd T 
Rev. Small thin G, incomplete at top; flaw joins bases EW 
Low R7. Maybe as many as 12 known 


715 

716 


11 


k 
717! 


12 


711 


719, 


13 


same dies. Tree wholly redrawn, roots jumbled, trunk 
hatched. Rev. 6 plainly recut, W thin, G normal. High R6 


"11.5." o. as 12 but no lump in r. field; tree partly 
redrawn; r. top of 5 now points down, as in N12, but 
6 still shows recutting. 

(1) Boyd estate ex TJC 

(2) former RP coin 


sim. Tree agaim redrawn; few thin roots; Itimp in r. field, 
r. EW now v.thick; 6 without recutting; 5 points down; G 
more wide open. R-7 

"12.5" obv. reground , tree again very deRcate. 

Three seen. ^Wbere is one sharp enough to photograph?) 


Thin single trunk. St. ground with 4 st. roots pax slanting 
left, branches curving, letters mostly without serifs. 
r. Beads small, distant; top 5 nearly st., pts at mid 2 
High R6. Usually well worn 


720 


13.3 tree recut, trunk double, ground hvier, branches shaggy, 
top 2nd S has serif, crossbar 2nd T forked ends, die-flaw’ 
joins branch th that T. Rev. Same, beads, dt & XII hvier. 
At least 8 now known, mostly well worn; I’ve w owned 3. 


721 


13.6 tree strengthened, forked serifs to E, serifs to 1st S 
beads again enlarged; die flaw f remakins. Rev. Same 

(1) EPS 1959 pi. IX. ex Jackman 

(2) Steams 53 


722 


723 


"13.9." o. 13.6. 
(1) Picker 5310 


14 but NEWE still as before 


14 tree recut, all branches straight, spiny; no dieflaw. r. 

to most letters, heavier; top of 5 much curved, pts 
up, almost t. end of 2. "Oak that got changed into a Pine" 
High R2, possibly R3 






















ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


f 

October 13, 1968 


Mr, Walter Breen 
C/o Lester Merkin 
6^ East 56th Street 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Walter: 


Your letters have been neglected because of a heavy 
personal schedule which is keeping numismatic research time 
to a minimum. I am preparing a talk for the ANS, In Novembe 
and will be unable to do anything on other subjects until 
that is disposed of. We certainly want to help in any way we 
can as to your Massachusetts silver project but cannot help 
you if your time schedule is such, as you say, that you want 
to go to press before the end of the year. Our material on 
Masschusetts silver is piled up here and ther and will take 
considerable time to organize. 

Unfortunately, I have an enormous work schedule, 
personally, because of a great many business situations which 
have arisen this year. You, who devote your full time to 
numismatics, have similar problems but I am just exhausted 
tr.'ing to keep up with my business, charitable, and social 
activities and as a result my numismatic work has been very 
limited during this year, 

I have some suggestions, namely: (l) that you send 
this material to Bob Vlack and ( 2 ) he has done considerable 
work on Massachusetts silver and could be very helpful. 

In order not to slow you down in the project I have 
made Xero>t copies of your letters to me,so that you have them 
available, as it was not clear to me as to whether you kept 
a copy of what you sent me. 


I hope that you are pleased with your 
with Lester Merkin and hope that your devotion 
is appreciated by more and more people. 


relationship 
to numismatics 


Kindest regards. 


EPN/atb 


ERIC P, NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUC/TION SOCIETY 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


new address: 

home--2 Swain Ave., Huguenot 

Staten Island 10312, NY 
212:YU4-2808 

office--c/o New Netherlands pro tempore 


Dear Ericiy: 

Thanks for the xeroxes. Theyfcare being forwarded to 
Vklack today. 

I have copies of the material I sent you. I needed them 
for interim reference. I will be sending you much else but of c. 

I will retain copies: that goes without saying. I have been burnt 
too many times by not keeping copies. 

The situation has changed enough so that a Dec. 31 a 
deadline is no longer applicable, more's the pity. Photographs 
are still difficult to come by for some of the more pla obscure 
varieties. I have written Dr. Freeman at JHU but have had no 
reply yet--which probably means only that she too has a tight 
schedule, as she has been extremely co-operative in the past even 
to providing photographs of the more outstanding JHU coins in 
certain series (e.g. Mark Newbies). I have also written Mrs. 

Norweb but have not heard from her either. I possibly should 
write Chauncey Nash but I don't know his address. Photographs 
of his coins would be extremely useful. 

Because of the large number of new varieties others' 
attributions can no longer be relied on, aside from yours now that 
you have the new material. I am going into this kind of detail 
for the reason New Noe mentioned anent the 1662 OT II. As the dies 
were always shallowly cut, alteration even to unrecognizability was 
a simple matter. (You will see other instances as we go on. I have 
just discovered, to my own surprise, that the variety group Noe 
13-13.3--13.6--13.9-14 m was in turn altered from its prededessors 
Not 19 through 1211 Note the lettering position and the INNER CIRCLE 
OF BEADS, on both sides The reason for all this successive altera¬ 
tion is, apparently, that the Spanish sword steel used for the later 
(post-WT) dies was in short supply and as long as a cylinder was not 
split to unusability otr chipped at rims so much as to encroach too 
seriously on lettering, ai^anratzinwiiiH regrin^ing and recutting could be 
done almest indefinitely. 

Letter is a Good Man. 1 must explain about the change of 
address, though; 1 have not given up the relationship at all. His wife is 
unwell and because of this he has been persuaded to give up the store. I 
need an accommodation address in Manhattan and NN is the most appropriate 
one so long as Charles is there alone. I wild continue to work with Les¬ 
ter. (Rumors that Lester is going out of business are false. 1 have just 
completed cataloguing his March 1969 auction, including an enormous group 



of American gold coins--$2.56 through $10--including many great rarities 
and some pieces pedigreed back to WGC and earlier sales like Chapmah's 
D.S.Wilson sale of 1907;; including a half cent collection, not mine, 
including a beautiful 1793 and a more or less VF 1796 njg pole --together 
with one piece which requires rewriting of about lOpp or my bofeik*: one 
of the elusive half cents pmade in 1799, viz. a 179® lettered e6ge cUa- 
OVERSTRUCK ON A 1798 CENT S-160 or 161, itself probably a 1799 

product! There is also an 1867 proof 5c with rays, and there will be 
other things as well, but these are the highlights. For someone reputedly 
going out of business, a March auction of consigned material is a peculiar 
thing to have and to aipay my reasonably high fees for cataloguing!!) 

If I am not at a convention out of tojwn, I will most probably 
attend your ANS lecture in November. See you then. 

As soon as I have heard from you again about the Mass, silver in 
your collection and your files of variety material I will add the material 
toM my notes, which now go far beyond what I sent you, and in time all 
will be ready for going to the printer. 


Best S thanks 



Dear Eric--Where are the earlier worksheets? Have you managed to 
do anything on them? I am hoping to go tpo press before years end 
and don't want to feel that the book is being held up unnecessarily. 

VH<I 

OAK TREE SIXPENCES 

The variety "Noe 15" is herewith rejected as a forgery. (1) Timidly 
cut letters are entirely unlike the genuine in style. (2) Dies are 
of shilling sixe, matching Noe 12 even to tree style and diameters of 
intier beaded ovals--contrary to genuine practice. (3) When both rings 
of inner beads are ovals, there is no reason for a center dot, yet 
this piece has one on obv. (4) Tree copies Noe 11 and 12 yet the piece 
cannot be fitted into the sequence of Vi's: too many inconsistencies 
of,style. Lettering, rosette and placement of legends demand it go, 
were it genuine, at beginning of series, yet N-16 is appar. contem. 
with N4, N17-18 with N8-9 , N-20£f with N13-14. Placing it between 
N18 and N20 mates no sense either, especialy with the abnormal diam¬ 
eters. Th^Snown overstrites of N14 on cutdown shillings N21 are 

of nearly normal wt. for Vi's, but the "N-15" is said by Noe to be of 
nearly shilling wt., defeating any purpose for such overstriking, 
and producing a coin so drastically overweight as to cause automatic 
rejection were it anything else. (6) The above arguments are aside 
from the suspicious pedigree ending with Bushnell. I suspect it is 
another C.R.Taylor product, one more easily made than the GS XII. 

MASATHVSETS/IN gEWENGLAND ANO 

801 (16a) 6F Unbroken die.xixarx^ with plain roots: Cleneay 259, 

Newm 1959 pi V 6cC, NN 59th & 60th sales. 

16 * o. break develops at SETS. Roots now always weak, 

rosette usually not visible save for traces. Low R6 
* 2 more breaks: (a) L to D grazing end of 2, (b) tree to 

L HV. o. clashmks at border above SETS from the widely 

Ijl spaced outer beads of rev. 

Tte above piece set precedent for ANO in legend. Probably a hiatus. 

i I 

80^ 17 4C Tree more like palm than^li^ oak, trunk horiz. hatched, 

I ending midway with find pafm-like branches originating 

i: from its end. 

Diamond and round colons. ANDOM. Dies aligned?^ 

I One kn. uninjured dies 

I * The other 6 or 7 have severe die clashing: N PI. Steams 

i 58 . (59 and 60 arf electrotype copies of the same finest 

j prototype--where is it?) 



"17.5." Tree wliolly recut, nearer 18 and 25 in form; letters 
recut; wide V over small V as in 18; 3 trunk lines, 
coarse rcrosshatchings; rev. beaded circles & Itrs recut, 
Ig. A over sm. A in ANDOM, ^ colon after N in AN, Itr 
forms nearer tLose of N18. UNXQUE 
* On unique example, dies severely clashed, diff.area from 
N17 clashmks. Die alignment as pon N17. 

NN60t±i sale ex Elder 5/35 sale, WUrz 26A, TJC,Boyd. 



18 


2B Same dies , again recut, Itrs further strengthened, tree 

redrawn, rev. 2 mistakenly reversed, corrected, resemblin 
"1650". Die alignment as preceding. R-7. 

(1) N Plate: Boyd estate ex TJC, WUrz 25, Granberg, CEClapp 


(2) Bullowa 1957 / / 

(3) Werner 1951 same lot as OT III N35 

(4) 

(51 

Cf also J Colburn (WEW 4/63) 1893 to WEW 10/63.2482 to "Murray"! 


Dr. Clay 120 to "Elliot", prob. Wfv 

WEW 10/64.1428 to French; Haseltine 1/78.1108; Parmelee 319 










805 


20 




laD Spiny tree, reversed N; 1st S weak, away from beads. 
R-8 borderline. 

(1) ANS 

(2) see ANfi notebooks 

(3) claimed in Steams 62-63, not verified 



21 IcD 
* 


■ 


recut obv., 1st S now reversed. Low R6 

2 kn overstrucV on cutdown N14s. (1) W.Wild ex CBullowa 
(2) NN 60. (wts. will be supplied) 



”21.5." M A apart, M as in 22 but thinner, 1st A very- 
thin, its crossbar convex upward; attempt to correct 
1st S, its upper half now gone/ other minor alterations 
NN60th sale ex Boyd estate, TJC 



22 IbD obv. further recut, 1st S cbrrected but now low, breakg 
inner beads, MA joined, higher R6 


Rev. in this state reused on Spiny Tree PT VI N32. 






























OT III 


901 


90 ^; 



90-1 



23 thrre S's reversed, -IN (6) 

Now 9 or 1.0 known: those in ANS notebooks bn plus one from 
England and three Steams coins. 

24 same dies. o. reworked: rosette over IN, tree redrawn. 

2nd & 3rd S*s corrected. Rev. Reground to remove 
clashmarks. 

(1) N Plate Boyd est. ex TJC, W29, CECLapp 

(2) ex Brand, NN 

(3) Jenks 5388 

(4) ANS notebook 

(5) do. 

_ (b) IMerkin Nov 68 sale from England 

(7) Steams 70 


25 same dies again reworked, all 3 S's corrected, tree redrawn, 
plain center dot, many Itrs smaller, wide space E T 
r. NG recut, other minor alterations. C.fig. 11; SC 


26 same axai again rewkd. Tree redrawn, now strong curved base 
line, each end runs into bead; strong serifs 1st S. 

(1) Boyd estate ex TJC, W31. N PI 

( 2 ) 

( 3 ) 


90 


906 

r 
11 


90j' 


26.8. o. as 27 (same die again rewkd), tree redrawn, all 

twigs point up, base line abt. straight, slants up, shrul 
each end; free of beads. Less pronounced serifs to S 
1st T markedly larger. ’ 

- r. As 26 but beads, 2 EWEN reworked, die flaw in EW, weak 

above ASAT and LAND. A runs into bead as on 27. 

(1) NN 60th ex Boyd, TJC, Elmer Sears 1931 Buffalo Conv 

” ^ to remove EW 

^ ^ ^ ” farther apart; NG no longer show recuttine 

fl^an ’’h teappears, heavier; another brk develops in^G, 

* ^oughlybhofiLitoir *>tanches 

* cracks rev. around lAND. r 6, usually badly worn. 

"28a'’ o. clashed, then reworked. 36, not 38 inner beads, farth 
^er apatt 2:0O--2:3O touter, 3:00 down thru 9:00 inner. Tree some 
letters muc|i redrawn. Additional severe clashmk from NE oblit. 
ETS. r. As last, brks now heavy esp. at rim-D-rosette. 

(1) RP. (2) ? NN60 must be rechecked 

-^ ”35." same die again rewkd, IN replaced rosette, trunk wide, 
crosshatched, spiny branches, lower ones bent up. Same rev., 
brks heavier. 1959 pi. IX "former Stack specimen" 




■Sfcrf. 


disc, by WB among/coins bmw^btwtrowANfi bywMgm we w 1952 cat. 
(2) Norweb, holed, disc, by WB among Waner coins bro’t to 
ANS for attrib ., 1951. Ill SC. 

w 





































OT II 

Auth. 16 May 1662, may have continued thru 16 May 1669--into 
PT period. Dating 1662 on single rev, die gives valuable clues 
to what vars. of OT XII, VI, IH being struck about I662ff. 
tioe did not recognize reworkings of obv. 

Two groups generally recognized for rev.: viz small and large 2. 

N's 6 vars. represent in one instance (31) a die break, in others 
recuttings. Intentional alterations here taken as vars., die breaks 
or clashings or the like not so. 

Mintage; supposedly 1/2(XII+VI + III) 1662, 1/5 sum thereafter 2 ^. 


1001 29 


io(i: 


10(l»! 


o . 
r 


vsm. ctr dot. 2nd S barely free of beads. 

Sm &2 away fr 6 &; bead. 3 beads below A, sm brk from bead 
btw AN, Does a perfect die coin exist? 

(1) N Plate. Boyd ex TJC, W35a 
(.2) see ANS notebook 
(3) do. 


"29.5** o. probably same. 

r. middle bead below A missing, r. weak--flaw nr AN? 
(1) former Werner coin 


30 


o 
r, 


beads now enlarged, 2nd S joins one. 

reground to eliminate AN flaw, beada below upr 2nd E now 
weak and small. Break, tail of 2 to bead (does perf.die 
Low R6 , maybe R5. 18 examined exist?) 


Q-- "30.5." o. recut, some Itps & tree details strengthened. 
1st T V. heavy. Large center dot. 
r. weaker. Brk rim to r.ft A makes ENGLNND. High R7 
* o. bulge dvlps in ctr, r. brk light to heavy. 

(1) Picker 4523RSY 

(2) Picker 5020RDB 

( 3 ) 

( 4 ) 

1 or A2 others seen in bourses 


* 31 o. same, bulge v.plaxfi 

r. beads at WEN thinner (reground to efface flaw) 

Break continuous, loop 6 to rim. 

9 seen, several so weak as to be hardly identifiable 

* "315" o. severe central bulge 

r. beads at WEN still more vestigial. Regrinding or die 
wear has destroyed most of 2nd 6, date looks like 1672 
Disc. Newman 1959. 

(1) EPN1959 plIX 

(2) RfiP4371ROC 

1 (3") Boyd estate 


1005 "31.7." o. no bulge, reground, reworked. 

! r. date without serifs, base E of ENincomplete, inner beads 

mostly v.thBin, ftose under G plainly joined, those under 
D joined to its base by die flaw or break. 

(1) Picker 


/r. 

1006 32 1st T repaired, upright thinner; 2d A has hvy stroke unlike 


distorted one on pearlier states, 
r. Again regroudd. I of date larger, 2 large but weak, tail 
now points btw beads; A reworked, beads replaced, only tiny frag 
ment of break from bead near AN, horiz. 2 near NONRECUT 6's. R8 
(1) ANS N Plate. Note extra bead t. 2nd E. 

Steams 74 (pierced) is UNVERIFIED 

















33 



34 


o. H strengthened, crossbar hvier, beads below H enlarged, 
almos t toiching. 

r. Lgr 2, horiz. distant from 6, not extending 1. of origin 
of curve, 

(1) MRS--is it still there? 
no other reported 

”33.5.” o, of 34: H recut, spines extend up from both 
uprights, beads well apart below H; no breaks, 
r. As last, beads 2. of 2 strengthened, much heavier^ like 
34 but without additional recutting on 6's. 

(1) RP2887 plugged 

o. same. 

r. XX strengthened at bases as are serifs of N nearest 

6 ’s plainly recut, loops now overlap. Horiz. of 2 extends 
far left almost touching 6. 

* lump break or rust pit develops in field r. of shrub. 

Sm. break btw 2 beads points to top final S 
8 examined, others doubtless exist. 


Abpve extensive alterations afford other clues as to contemporaneityfa. 
Notje shape of 2 JL nn N34 and compare III 25-28, VI 17-18 (?), XII 
N9. 









' 

•y>- . ■ 


2 Swaim Ave. , Staten Island NY 10312 
March 8 


ii 


Dear Eric-- 

Going through your EARLY PAPER MONEY OF AMERICA in preparation 
for cataloguing a collection, I found a few obscurities and what 
appear to be typographical errors, which leave me puzzled enough to 
check with you . The book is admirable enough athat I hate to find 
anything in it of less than your usual thoroughness--hence the guess 
that it is a matter of typographsical errors. 

pp. 18=19. Wash't Lyman Hall (GA 01/09/82) also a Signer of the 
Detlaration of Independence? 

p. 30. Detectors on pink paper. Which issues m exist on pink 
paper? All the detectors I have seen (sheets and individual notes) 
aee on blue. 

p. 31. Do any detectors smrvive of the Nov. 1775 issue? Or of 
Jan. 14, 1779? 

p. 43. Gunning Bedford. Is this Sr. or Jar.? You don't have 
him listed as a Signer of the Constitation (p.l8), so ant I ato assume 
that it is Jr.? 


Early issues of most colonies: it is not at all clear whether 
notes are known to survive of some issues, even when you give descrip¬ 
tions, as some of these descriptions might well have been derived from 
texts of authorizing acts. 

Delaware 01/01/76. Something is definitely wrong here. L30,000 
authorized = 12,000 sheets right enough, but serial numbers as high as 
85691 are regularly encountered. Was the actual authorizatanion 
L300,000? Or what? Note also that the May 1777 issue also comes with 
high serial numbers, though never as high as the 1776. 

GA 00/00/76jSterl. Denoms. (a) Do the 3d and 6d ever come 

numbered? (b ) There is at least one unlisted variety of the 6d: 

. sgd. Houstonn ^ Wade only, unnumbered as usual, this has •. *. left, 

•* center, — r., and . bottom; 8 + 8 ? "S DIVIDED BY ITALIC colons 

at left. (Fritz Weber coll) * 


3 shouldn't the "sea-anemone" in the Georgia 1776 It. blue seal $10's 

called a palm tree (weighed down by millstone)? That would have been 
far more appropriate to the Colony. 

- I take it that ET DEUS OMNIPOTINCE p. 104 is a typo for OMNIPOTENS. 


a/^ 


• • At least one other denomination should exist--15s? 

I judge this by the data you give about these plates being altesred from 
those of 1741/2. 

12/07/75. Which denominations comew with error backs? 

New Hampshire 1759. Signers? Survivors? 


'^^orth Carolina. 1722. Isn't the illustrated note an alteration? 

N.c. 04/04/48 . Was the 15s authorized at all? Amount? 

S.C. (1^23/76) Do you uinclude under® both unsgd. andmu notes and 
those sgd. Dart ^ Wakefield but unnumbered? Thanks_ 
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6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

March 16, 1971 


Mr* Valter Breen 
2 Swain Avenue 

Staten Island, New lork 10312 
Dear Walter: 

I was 30 glad to hear from /ou as I did not know 
whether you had wandered away from nunismatics for a while 
or not. I have had to limit my hobby time because of other 
involvements, but that won’t stop me from writing you any tiif^e 
you have an interesting comment. Thanks for your comments* 

As to Early Paper Money of America, I already have accu¬ 
mulated quantities of changes to put in a hoped-for revision* 
People have been very cooperati-ve in finding things which should 
be amended, clarified, or changed. In fact they like to find 
things in another's writing. You know that too well. 

The answers to some of your questions follow. The balance 
I will research and answer later. 

p,16 Lyman Hall was a Declaration signer but he was lost at 
sea in 1779. How he could sign a note in Davy Jones's 
Locker in 1782 is hard to "fathom". Thus.I believe the 
illustration contains forged signatures. I'll get an 
unsigned illustration. Thus I did not list Lyman Hall 
as a signer of the Declaration, 

p .30 The May 10, 1775 are the only detectors on pink paper 
so far as I know. I have never seen any on blue, but 
p3.ease advise if you hrvo, 

P»31 Both Nov, 1775 and Jan* 1779 Continental issues have 
de Sectors• 

Many early iaeues of most colonies do not exist. Where 
I do not illustrate an issue I could locate none* Even where 
I illustrate notes there may be other denominations of the issue 
UHiCnown, Tiere I describe a note by more than denomination, 
then it exists, except where newspapers, etc. might comment 
on an occasional one or describe it. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS. CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


-2- March 15, 1971 

Mr. Walter Breen 


Thie Delaware numbering for both the 1776 and 1777 isc-aea 
wao continuoua on a sheet so that 1776 bills of the same de- 
norain&tion were usually separated by either numbers. Thus 
the highest for 1776 night be 96,000 and the highest for 1777 
could have been 100,218. Maybe they found it less boring to 
aanber that way. 

The Georgia 1776 sterling issue does have 3d and 6d 
numbered sometimes. I didn't know it when I wrote, host oom 
unnumbei'ed with two signatures. Numbered ones usually have 
four • 


PL5A3E send a photocopy of your new Georgia 6d variety. 

I have clarified some descriptions of these. 

I debated about the Sea Anemone and Palm Tree matter 
and decided on t e anemone. The motto convinced me,as an 
anemone rises agaiii after collapsing. It is different from 
the acanthus plant on tne Continentals having a bowl on it. 

The nill3to2ie is too far fetched on a palm tree and no palm 
tree oould hold one or rise agaiii, 

p.lOU A t/po OMNIPOTINCE. 

Mass, 06/20/Iili» les, there should be a 1$ shilling unless tnia 
was altered. I will check. 

Mass. 12/7/75t The error backs are caused by a complete 160 
degree turning of the sheet so that all denominations are wrong 
I have .iovor seen any, 

K.H. 1759: Never saw any so I can't tell who signed. The 
enabling act doesn't say. 

K.C. 1722: The illustration is an alteration. At least it is 
genuine. 

3,C. 12 / 23 / 76 : When I used (U) I meant unsigned or unissued. 

The Dart and Wakefield signatures were supposed to bo part of 
a group of 5 signatures and all so signed seem to be unnumbered 
Thus, I Gonoiude they wore not completed or issued. Their con¬ 
dition Justifies this, as you know. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OE COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


-3- March 18, 1971 

Mr, "alter Breen 


Thank you, again, for all the coiaments and points you 
wade and please don*t forget the Weber collection photocopy 
for ne. Please send me the catalogue when it is printed as I 
don’t know for whom you are writing it. 

My best wishes to you and rour family. 


Sincerely yours, 



PRIG ?. NEWMAN NGKISMATIG 
EDPGuTION SOGISTX 


bPJVatb 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


February 21, 1973 


Mr. Walter Breen 

C/o Superior Stamp and Coin Canpany 
515 West 7th St. 

Los Angeles, California 90014 

Dear Walter: 

When I read that you were a Vice President of FCI, in 
Long Island, I determined 1 would find out \^ere you really were 
as 1 had promised to send you some photos of Federal paper money 
of the War of 1812. This lead me to write you In caee of Superior 
Stamp attd Coin Company, for i^om I understand you are doing some 
work. 


I am enclosing Xeroxes of the $3, $5, $10, $20, $50 and 
$100 in my collection. They al| seem to be the March 25, 1815 
Issiie except that the $100 note Issued under the same Act of 
Congress is not dated. 

Your articles In Numismatic News are very nice work. 

Some day you ought to have a lot of Interesting things 
to tell me. 


Best wishes. 


Sincerely yours. 


StKHatb 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC 
EDUCATION SOCIETY 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


Dear Eric: 


4jtCj!. 2, I “VTi 


Box 352, Berkeley, CA 94701 



The above address is the ^one at which mail will reach me without 
repeated forwardings. Many ib&nifa thanks for sanding on the xeroxes!! 

I am sorry that you did not reach me with the photos of the 
1812 notes prior to New Years Eve. I have long since sent off an 
article on the whole series of federal interest-bearing currencies 
1812-79 for serialization in Numismatic News, this to be eventually 
extracted for book publication; there are data in it on the details 
of issue which are probably unknown to you as they were buried 
among other records in the Archives, without proper identification 
and unintelligible unless to someone already familiar with these 
notes via DeKnight-Tillman and J.J.Knox. 

Of course your "small Treasury notes" $3 through $50 are dated 
March 25, 1815, That is the only date these denominations bore 
within he purview of the Act of Feb. 24, 1815. I had not earlier 
had the chance to examine the $3 or $50 notes and my descriptions 
were incomplete. You would be doing numismatics a tremendous 
favor by sending photos of all these to NUMISMATIC NEWS, which will 
be running the serial later this year (they still lave some parts 
left to run from the seria^a on Gold Certificates). Eventually I will 
need contact prints of them all--actual size will be OK. 

At the recent convention in LA I saw an uncancelled $10 of the 

same issue, signed and countersigned, but it was worn enough so 

that the serial number (if any) could not be made out. The counter- 

signature of the Register has been doubted, though it is obviously 
in early 19th century style; I have not yet managed to learn who was 
the actual official. Tom Allen has it. (The countersignature is of 
James Dickson*; if the actual Register was someone else, we can dis¬ 
miss the note as one of the usual (!) unissued remainders rather than 
as apart of the unadjusted balance mentiojnd in DeKnight .) You may recall 
that these were often sold at a premium 1815-16 for turning in^Si 7%bonds. 

The $100 note issued under the same Act is of course different 
in kind from the "small Treasury notes", as it bears the usual 5.4% 
interest--like its predecessors of 1812-14; these were officially 
designated "large Treasury notes" and resembled their predecessors. 

I have seen other survivors, all being unsigned remainders. 

If we get onto this subject at any length I may haave to send you 
a xerox of the serial on these interest-bearing issues. I now wish 
this had been possible this past winter. 

No, I am not working for the Superior Goldbergs. I was hired by 
FCI as Vice President on New Years Day, and perform my duties here in 
Berkeley aside from ibiaiii occasional trips east or south. 


Best ^ thanks again. 



Box 352 

Berkeley, CA 94701 
22 July 1976 


Dear Eric, 

It was good to see the ANS Festschrixft finally in print. I’ve 
reviewed it for COINS Magazine as something which will be remembere 
after all the floods and garbage mountains of bicentennial gewgaws, 
hype, flak and catchpenny trivia have been swept away, after all 
the patriotic hoohah has been forgotten. 

I was especially glad to see your Bungtown lecture in print. 

You should know that I've lately handled a 1786 halfpenny of this 
type, from the Arthur Kahn collection, which has turned out to be 
the very piece pictured by Betts (1886) and partly pictured by 
Vlack, though everyone had misread the date as 1785. I have tenta¬ 
tively identified this, the die-linked Connecticut counterfeit and 
its punch-linkdd brethren also dated 1786, and other counterfeit 
halfpence dated 1781 and 1784 , together with--more dubiously--the 
counterfeit Jersey coppers, as products of the North Swansea enter¬ 
prise, though in one such appearance I misremembered the town name 
as Westerly, following a theory of Jim Spilman's. Your Bungtown 
research deserves to be better known, and in print it is at least 
as enlightening as it was over the PA system at ANS or at that 
Central States convention. 

I am_also,_for the most part, pleased wikth the other materials 
therein, including (but not limited to) the way my own contributions 
came out. 

However, in your 1792 Washington speculation, I noticed some¬ 
thing which I did not and do not understand, and which I wish you 
couldhave clarified therein. This is the question of making coun¬ 
terfeit dies by "the electrotyping process." (p. 208) If this can 
be done, and the dies hardened enough to make overstrikes, it rep¬ 
resents a technological breakthrough of the 1950's which was and 
IS not only unfamiliar to me but a mystery. How can a shell created 
by electrodeposition be hardened enough to stamp coins? This is 
not an objection, it is a request for information, and as a special- 
ist in coin manufacturing processes, it is somethning I am VERY con- 
cerned about. For if forgeries have been made once by such processe 
ttehey could conceivably be made again, and we will have to revise 
our knowledge of diemaking_techniques to accommodate the new in¬ 
formation, to enable identifiscation of frauds so created. As the 
mremark in your article is the only reference I have rencountered to 
anything claimed as being struck from dies made by this process I 
do not believe I am unreasonable in asking you how it was done,’for 
1 can t for the life of me reconstruct it mentally. Please? 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


July 29, 1976 


Mr. Walter Breen 
Box 352 

Berkeley, California 94701 


Dear Walter: 


I am glad you liked the "Festschrift". More comments as to its 
fine quality have been received than I expected - thanks to the 
work of all of our team. The Rittenhouse Society members 
(strengthened by no meeting in 25 years) did its full share. 
People are really reading the articles. I am glad you reviewed 
it for COINS magazine. 

As to what was Intended to he a necessary, but casual, comment 
in the footnote to my 1792 Washington article, it really created 
shock waves. Others have asked the same question you did. I 
sincerely feel that I should refrain from commenting on it for 
the present. I deliberately omitted it from my article in 1967 
on modem counterfeiting techniques because I felt it was too 
fraught with danger of misuse in numismatics. I am not going 
into details with others so I hope you understand. 

See you in New York. 


Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


EPN/cp 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


Eric P. Newman 


Dec. 5, 1977 


Dear Eric, 

As you may have heard. Doubleday is publishing my new book, main title 
not certain, subtitle "Everything You Always Wanted to Know about Colonial & 

US Coins* /*But Never Knew Where to Ask." The ms. is largely complete in 
text, butthere are still certain photographs lacking. I nov; appeal to you 
on the basis of our old friendship and on the basis that this new book is 
at least partly a Rittenhouse Society project. (Dave Bov/ers just came through ^ 
with over 200 photos. Ken Bressett furnished others years ago.) 

These are the photos most urgently needed: 

SOMMER HANDS Better photos of all—especially both 6d, 3d and both vars. of 2d. 

LORD BALTIMORE Better photos of both Groats, and of the variant 6d vars. 

ROSA AMERICANA 2d n.d., motto in field. (I have already written the British 

Museum for photos of theirs, but have heard nothing as yet. Reputedly their 

photos are the usual underlit underdeveloped polarolds.) 

— 1724/3 Penny, D.GRATIA. 

— 1723 %d, uncwnd rose (improvement on present photo) 

Wood’s. 1722 Farthing. 

Higley. THE VALVE / I AM GOOD GOPPER 

— VALUE ME / I AM 

— THE WHEELE 

— 1739 

VERMONT Ryder 5 (better than Ken’s photos of my specimen) 

GONNEGTICUT 1786 2.3-T, 2.A-U yours 

— 1787 1.2-mm 

NEW JERSEY Improvements on: 36-J, 70-x, 71-y, 69-w;and 64J$-r (v/hich I have not) 
MASSACHUSETTS 1787 1-B 

BUNGTOWN GOPPERS. 1781 and 1785 (I have written Larry Spanbauer for a print of the 
1781 he pictured in CW^ or Num. News Weekly, whichever it was) 

NON VI VIRTUTE VICI Large head, period after VICI. (Fuld? or have you one?)^ 

NOVA EBORAC Small head (improve) ClTTl have only the one wltTT'sTrTeltr; and it 

LIBER NATUS/Eagle on globe (mimprove) is not a good print.) 

Tory Halfpence (Machin’s Mills) Improvements on 1747, 72, 74, 75, 77, 78 Large date 
GEORGIVS III/INDE ET LIB 1787 with rev. G2 of Conn. 

CHALMERS 6d Period after large date 
STANDISH BARRY 3d (improve) 

CONTINENTAL CURRENCY 1776 Pewter dollar. Norweb’s specimen of N. 5-D 
IMMUNE COLUMBIA / Blunt rays (Norweb) 

CONFEDERATIO / 1785 Wreath C.VII,10 
1786 IMMUNIS / CONFEDERATIO C.VII, 16 youi=s 

1792 Washington Eagle "Cent", copper, T below syhoulder (yours) 

1795 Penny, bust r. LIBERTY AND SECURITY (impraove) 

I have already gone through the ANS negative files, but they lack the mentioned 
items, or at worst have unsatisfactory or superannuated negatives. As you possibly 
suspect from the above list, my book is intended to replace the Taxay abortion, to 
be what the latter should have been. I can promise you a big credit line side bv 
side wiH ANS, Ken Bressett, Lester Merkin, Bowers and a few others who hav e fur¬ 
nished invaluable photographs. Jim Menick has been on my back about how soon he 
can have the ms. so that they can reserve presses for it; it is going to be about 
the size of Crosby or somewhat thicker, with over 4,000 photographs, most of which 
are already assembled and mounted. With your help it will be even better. 

Thanks, 





ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

December 14, 1977 


Mr. Walter Breen 
P. 0. Box 352 
Berkeley, CA 94701 

Dear Walter: 

I am always glad to be of assistance In numismatic scholarship. 
Your letter does not need to justify your request with blarney such as 
a "Rittenhouse Society project’* or our "old” friendship. You have from 
time to time enjoyed needling me and others as well as occasionally 
saying something nice. This has not affected my respect for your work 
or my right to disagree v/tth some of your opinions. 

I know almost nothing about your proposed book, but for you 
to say it is "to replace the Taxay abortion" won't make any friends for 
you. I am sure Taxay had many publication problems and I understand he 
did not even participate in changes for his second edition. Every book 
manages to have errors, some more than others. 

I can be of some help with respect to photographs you wish. 

1 have omitted comment on the others. 


Soioaer Islands - you will have to designate exactly which faces 
of the denominations you need. I have a 12d, 6d, 3d, and 
2d to photograph. You can mix the best pictures where 
items are in such difficult condition, but so state. 


Lord Baltimore - Did you try Hopkins? I have a nice groat. 




Woods 1722 farthing - I have a beauty. 

V'/4LU£ /WtS L4- ^ 

Higley - Twe-of-aiae ^-e in FBI hands, but I have others.’ Which 
sides do you need? Do you think the WHEELE is real? ^ 

Conn-1786 2.3-T, 2.4-U - You say I have these. -1*11 chack-r 

N.J. - I have quantities of available pictures to be checked. /Ml 


Mass - I have a photo of 1787 1-B. 


Bungtowns - The 1781 and 1785 are both of English origin. I 
have varieties of each date in ray collection. I also 
have some pictures. 

Non Vi - Isn't the Taxay picture nice enough? 

NOVA EBORAC - Small head. Ify coin is nice. 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



Mr. Walter Breen 
December 14, 1977 
Page 2 - 


LIBER NATUS - Eagle, Mine is nice and can be pictured. 

Tory Halfpence - Ask VlacIC for his photos as they are complete 
but I have all of the coins. I have a print of his photos 
also. The 1772 is on ANS negative #6564. 

Standish Barry. - Ify piece is pretty nice. 

Continental Currency 5-D - This is on ANS negative #5554. 

1786 Immunis - Confederatio - I have enclosed pictures and better 
ones can be taken if necessary. 

1792 Washington Eagle Cent - T below shoulder. I have a picture 
somewhere and the coin is mine. 

I cannot get to more of this until at least January because we have 
a family get-together over the holidays. 

If I have to have photos taken, does Doubleday plan to pay for 
them or do I? I certainly don't expect you to do it. I also want to know 
if anyone else is to share your royalties from the book as I hope you are 
getting all of them. 

regards, 


P. Newman 





jah 


End. 


Box 352, Berkeley, CA 94701 


March 5 1^12 


Dear Eric, 

It isn't blarney. Take a look at the acknowledgments page when the book comes 
out. Without YOUR publications, the historical material on the colonials sJuld 
not ha«e been possible. And the roster of major contributors DOES include 
most of the Rittenhouse Society people. In a very important sense, though, 
this book is a series of footnotes to Crosby, Noe, Newman and Sheldon: 
primi inter pares. 

I have followed your recomoendations, except that I have not yet Bstanwo been 
able to get to ANS; that will be done in a day or two. Thank you for the 
reference to ANS negative numbers; this will materially shorten the search time. 

Carl Carlson has promised complete cooperation, but it will take him some time 
to search out the couple of hundred negatives and have prints made. Aside from 
this group, and the British Museum prints which have still not arrived, there 
are therefore still some which only you can provide: 

1722 Wood's Farthing. 1724/3 D*GRATIA Penny. 

HigljBey's coppers: 1) THE VALVE.. ./CONNECTICVT 
(both sides) 2) THE VALVE.../I AM GOOD COPPER 

3) 1739 

NON VI VIRTUTE VICI- Large head. I donij't have a print of the coin Taxay pictured 
nor do I know where it is. Do you? CaN a print be had? 

N.J.: Most urgently neesded—36-J, 70-x, 71-y, In the 70-x and 71-y, it is 

important that the quatrefoil be visible. (I need the 64^-r too, but the picture 
: u _willj vbe coming from Carlson.) 

WsTl l787 cent 1-B, unless the ANS pmmnti polaroid turns out better than usual. 

1792 Washington/Eagle cent, T below shoulder. 

SOMMER ISLANDS:: Most of all the III fence), but I can usei improved pictures of 
all four denominations. 

VERMONT Ryder 5 ??? Hase you a picture of a struck piece? 

Thanks for the IMMUNIS/CONFEDERATIO prints. These are suitable and have been 
inserted in the appropriate space . 

As for cotts of having photographs made. MThe easiest way is to have me give the 
bill to Joe Muraca, who is my liaison man with Doubleday; this I have done before 
with other photographers, and they have been paid. The royalties about which you 
inquire will be goifng to me. 

I am sorry if my bitterness about Taxay's book alias the Scott Comprehensive Catalogue 
has offended you. You should know, however, that while DT was president of the 
Harmer/Rooke operation, he hired me, then ordered me to bring in all my unpublished 
mss. for copying. They were his ulitimate source. What ndi with one thing and ano¬ 
ther, I was forbidden to read galley proofs, so that when I was blamed later for 
the inaccurate descriptions, bad phoitography, and fantasy pricing, I had to disavow 
any connexion with the 1971 book. I neither know nor care whether he had anything 
to do with the 1976 edition; appearance of my name in it was without my knowledge 
or consent, and reflects no action of any kind on my part. I do not spiread around 
any truculent remarks of this kind, though I do answer direct questions. When Ken 
Bressett asked me at the ANA Convention just what kind of bpok I was doing—in a 
context whieh left me with the impression that he was hoping it would not directly 
compete with the Red Book—I told him, truthfully, that it was meant to be what 
Taxay's book should and WOULD have been had I been given promised oppprtunities to 
work on it. 



Thanks for everythin g. 



Rare Gold Management 
Walter Breen U.S. Type Coin Program 
U.S. Silver Dollar Society 
Pine Tree Auction Gallery 



COINVESTORS, INC. 


reply to Box 352, Berkeley, CA 94701 


March 8, 1978 


Dear Eric— 

Q followup to my previous letter. 

ANS negative 5554 is missing. Was this the illustoation of the Adams 
rubbing, or of the actual coin? I heard that the actual coin (1776 
CURRENCE:: Dollar, Newman 5-D) was in the Norweb collection, ex Brand, 

How did you determineal that the 1781 and 1785 bongtowns were of 
English origin? 


Thanks for everything, again 


In haste 



F. C. 1. BUILDING • 200 I. U. WILLETS ROAD ■ ALBERTSON, NEW YORK 11507- TEL. 516/294-0040 
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ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6^50 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

March 21, 1978 

Mr, Walter Breen 
Box 352 

Berkeley, CA 94701 


Dear Walter: 




on ANS negatives#4811. ^ 


Washington Cent has good pictures 



Tlie Mass with reversed arrows is on 
A456 (obv). 


I know who caused the problem. 
(Continental Dollar pictures). 


Because ny prints are old I would li 
each of the above prints for me. 


I am upset that ANS does not have ne; 
o caused the problem. He lost a buni 

f-ol _V 




Keep going. 


Eric P, Newman 


jah 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
TFIROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 



Box 352 

Berkeley,: A 9A701 
30 March 1975^8 


Dear Eric, 

OUCH! We may be in difficulties after all. I made an extensive search 
through ANS negatives during my last trip and did not see 6565 nor 
4811. It is bhrely possible both were in use, but the other and more 
grisly pimainbi possibility must also be considered. 

I will recheck these on my next trip east. I don't know what 

A456/A472 mean, hinti as the ANS negs I saw were numbered something like 
AM 1 through 9988 followed by a series 56-001 throgh 77-3600or something 
like that; I didn't encounter any "A" series. 

Ordering extra prints will be easy provided that ANS does still have 
the negatives. With any kind of luck I will be in NY again in May or at 
worst Juna and can get them then. 

Under separate cover you are being sent xeroxes of the first 318pp of my 
book, this being the entire Colonial section. I may have to send this 
in installments, but you will get the entirety of this section anyway. 

Your comments Hwill be greatly appreciated; anykthing I have omitted 
(with the exceptions noted) nmflntirfarm I will be glad to learn of, and if 
it seema relevant it can be inserted. Corrections are welcome. Where 
I haave controversial theories of origin or purpose of some obscure 
items, |be responsibility for these is mine; I hoped I have kept the 
distincxion clear between documented or documentable materia^, deductions 
(as with the Connectlcuts), and conjectures (as the patterns for NY and 
for Congress done by various private parties). At least the theories 
make sense to me in terms of everything elsed known about the coins. 

I am sorry that the xeroses do not give an adequate idea of the illustrations, 
but at laadt you can get some notion of what is intenaded. 

The exception mentioned above. Reluctantly, for the moment, in abasence of 
other evidence, I am omitting all the 1717, 1724 and 4fl 1727 pieces thought 
to have been associated with William Wood. The 1717 and 1727 pieces aeem to 
have been intended for some franchise coinage proposals associated in time 
with the coronation of George I and II; the 1724, with God alone knows swhat 
(there may khave been people Interested in franchises for Irish coinage after 
Wood resigned his patent). I say in the book that there is nothing swhatever 
to connect them with the American colonies or with William Wood; the best 
evidence that they were intended for any nondomestic use is their low weights, 
but this would fit Mkequally with proposals for coinage for the colonies or 
for Ireland or Scotland. NoHthlng whatever can be deduced from the inscriptions— 
DAT PACEM etc. is conventional flattery, BRVN ET LVN DVX etc. is the usual recital 
of Geo.I's Hanoverian titles. Any alleged resemblance to the portraits on 
Wood's coinages is largely fanciful and if it did wexist would show only that 
the device punches were made in the Tower, exactly as was done for Wood's 
coinages. Wood's warrants surely would have entitled him to use the serivices 
of John Croker to make device punches in the Tower: Messrs Lammas, Harold & 
Standbroke more likely either punched in legenSs,/na§§eAed, polished diesnii.min 
wawiLw(uw dwiiH miiliwawaw The claim that they" made" the dies certainly does not 
mean that they made the device punches, whikch are goodenough to have been 
Croker's work. On the other hand, if you have found any documents of 1717 or 
1724 or 1727 relevant to coinage proposals for the American Plantations, these 
conclusions would have to be revised. Best, and thanks. 


CABLE ADDRESS 
"NUMISMA” NEW YORK 


TELEPHONE 



( 212 ) 234-3130 


TheAmericanNumismatic-Society 

(FOUNDED 1858 • INCORPORATED 1865) 

Broadway- between ■ 15 5 ■ and -i 5 • 5 ts- 

New York-N.Y. 10032 


April 6, 1978 


Mr. Eric P. Newman 

Edison Brothers Stores, Inc. 

P.O. Box 14020 

St. Louis, Mo. 63178 

Dear Eric: 

We have negatives 456, 4811 and 6565. Numbers 472 and 
5554 are missing. What do you wish us to do with the negatives? 

Sincerely yours. 


Les 

Director 




He A. Elam 


LAE:RMg 






Box 352, Berkeley, CA 94701 


Dear Eric-- 

The sheet of xerox copies is correct for dies 64Jg, 70, 71 and 36, 
revs. J, X and y; thanks, and these are the very pieces needed. 

The 1781 and 1785 halfpence will not be 1istedaCexcept by allusion 
to them as having previously been thought of American origin--indirectly). 

Evidence of American production, as I use it in the chapters on 
Machin's Mills and on the Bungtown Mints, necessarily comes from die linkage, 
device punch linkage, or letter/numeral punch linkage. Some of the 
1771-75 pieces are linked to the IMMUNE COLUMBIA and I tend to think 
that these came not from Machin's Mills but more likely from Walter Mould 
in 1785-86; if later, he would most likely have used the sets of 

letters and numerals employed on his Jersey coppers. The 1776-88 gixk 
coins (excpet for 1784, 1786 and of course 1781 & 85) are linked to J.F. 
Atlee. My ? originally had to do with whether the 1781 & 85 couJIr have come 
from the "Bungiown" mints like the 1784 and 1786. 

Jhank youfor the correct pedigree on the 100 Units piece, and for the 
various offers of help with looking over the text and with providing 
photographs. Rest assured you will find the book of interest if only 
because it is organized differently from anything previously attempted. 

The 1724/3 D.GRATIA Penny is one of William Wood's. I have Carl 
Carlson looking into this matter. I don't have a Nelson book—did he 
illustrate the piece? 

Wfflifrii Pedigrees are feaMMwpjmn being continuously revised. Those 
published for the 1827 quarter in my Proofs book confuse two pieces under 
#3, and I have been told of other Silver Center cents. At least publishing 
will stimulate submission of corrections!! 

As for the 1786 NON VI big head, the quality of the Taxay picture in 
my copy of his book is so poor that I hesitate to have it copied. The 
coin itself was lost in the mails enroute from RKI^ its last dealer owner 
R2Z2 to a client. I have asked ^George FOild to check through his files for 
a photograph, and will also be writing Krause Publications for the same 
just in case you do NOT have a print of it. Taxay's picture of the Vt 
Ryder 5--same comment but where is the coin? 

I will have a xerox copy of the Colonial section (some 318dp) made up 
for your perusal ^s soon as I have retyped certain paap<^ . Any comments 
you make will be Neatly appreciated and appropriately acted on; your ex¬ 
perience far exceeds mine in many of these areas, and I will not forget in 
a hurry that insi you sought my relatiyely inexoerienced comments on your 
first paper money book. (I wish I had had a chanigce at the reyision, but 
maybe next time.) 

Doubleday has promised me that I will have ample opportunity to read 
proofs, the latter during preparation of an index. This 
should lower the number of gaffes to well below 10% of the appalling number 
in my Proofs book, for which very few galleys were supplied and those mostly 
so faintly xeroxed as to be illegible. (Hence those goofed ililjustrations.) 
Jim Menick, the Doubleday editor with whom I am working on it, refers to the 
1100+ -page monstrosity as "The Bible." There are over 4,000 illustrations 
already and they are being continuously improved and repl 
got triGin to thG satisfBction of all concornGcl. 






PS. That was quite a writeup on you in NNW ! Evidently your mentor was B.G.Johnson the same 
way mine was Wayte Raymond. I am now sorry I never got to know BGJ, though I heard enough about 
him from the late lamented Art Kelley as well as from the Great Wayte. 


Box 352, Berkeley, CA 94701 
May 8, 1978 


Dear Eric, 

First, did you ever receive the package I sent you many 
weeks ago? It contained a xerox copy of the first 318pp of 
the book. If it was lost in the mails I will have to have 
another xerox copy made up for you, but if you did get it, 

I would greatly appreciateGl receiving some kind of notice 
of the fact. I would also appreciate hearing your comments. 

Even granting that it is an enormous thing to have to go 
through and that you have probably not had time to spend 
on it, I would appreciate at least learning that you have 
actually seen it. 

Second. You very kindly referred me to W.W.Woodside for 
photos of the Sommer Islands III Pence. These have finally 
arrived and they are good enough to use, though earlier 
Mr. W. had sent a couple of plaster casts. (I was out of 
town when these arrived and had not had time to reply before 
the new photos came;) He said that the prints are sharper 
--especially on reverse--than the plaster casts, and appar¬ 
ently even than the coin! His courtesy in this matter has 
been well beyond expectations, and I am grateful to him for 
his help, and to you for furnishing his name. 

Third. I do not ’now recall if I mentioned this to you 
earlier, but I have found punch linkage between the 1771-76 
large date "tory halfpence” and the IMMUNIS COLUMBIA / Maris 
(N.J.) C / CONSTELLATIO NOVA group, which immediately raises 
the question of wtrommadsKi Walter Mould's role. That also means 
that the 1771-76 coppers no longer belong with Machin's Mills 
issues, and the relevant sections must be rewritten. What 
seems to fit the data best is supposing that after Mould's 
initial petition for a franchise to coin coppers wfflmawmwci (1785) 
was ignored, he had to find employment one way or another; so 
that on his own, before he joined Albion Cox and the other 
people involved with the Rahway Mills mint, he presumably made 
up two device punches and began coining bungtown coppers mai 
somewhere on the East Coast. I still do not have a usable 
picture of the 1777 so cannot deduce as yet whether it was one 
of Mould's or Atlee's or some other party's. 


Best wishes as always, 




ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 


6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 


May 15, 1978 


lir. Walter Breen 
Box 352 

Berkeley, CA 94701 
Dear Walter: 

The die interlocking between certain American raade British 
Halfpence imitations and certain of the Confederation Period coinage 
is a fascinating subject. I have an old file full of it. 

Since you mention it with enthusiasm in your May 3, 1978 
letter, how would you like to write it up jointly with me. It is 
such a complex subject both of us working jointly might contribute 
much to this curious matter. 

No rush, but let’s talk about it. 

Sincerely, 


Eric P. Newman 


jah 


A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


ERIC P. NEWMAN NUMISMATIC EDUCATION SOCIETY 

6450 Cecil Avenue, St. Louis 5 , Missouri 

May 16, 1978 


Mr. Walter Breen 
Box 352 

Berkeley, CA 94701 
Dear Walter: 


I am enclosing a group of prints I have had made for your 
book. I hope they suit your needs. I will replace the lost ANS 
negatives by sending them new negatives taken of my positives. 1*11 
send the photographer's statement in due course to you or your coordi¬ 
nator. I presume you have ordered prints from negs which ANS has. 

I am glad you received prompt Woodside cooperation. 

Your manuscript has arrived but for reasons which follow it 
has not been opened as yet. I am going to have a new ball and socket 
joint put into right hip in Boston in a week. I will be as funny 
as a crutch for a while. Maybe we can talk about it while I am 
convalescing. advise is to stay young. 

Thank you for your nice comments on the article about my 
numismatic life. Shall I suggest that you might give the facts for 
one about you. Both of us need publicity like the plague, but an accurate 
decent writeup has a worthwhile side. 


As soon as my prosthesis is well implanted I'll get back to you. 
I presume your telephone number is 415-841-7392 or 415-848-3505. 


Eric P. Newtaan 

jah 

P.S. The Higley picture is of the finest example known. I do not have 
The Valve - I am Good Copper. 


Sincerely, 



A NON-PROFIT CORPORATION FOR EDUCATION 
THROUGH RESEARCH AND EXHIBITION 
OF COINS, CURRENCY AND HISTORIC OBJECTS 


